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Chriftiant Kortholtt, Theologié quondam Dottoris €F profefforis 
p ‘imarit, Acade mi aquec Kil onlenfis pro-Cancellarit, Difuilitiones 
Anti Baroniane, a attoris mane ante fatalem diem pal Wt locuple. 
ta. Accedunt eju; ‘dem de pane EVVOTZI, quem in oratione Domia 
nica petimis, Exercitatio Antt-salm. iana, altague baud difparis 
argumn sent Seritta, una cum Virl famme Rev. DD. Adami Tcibbe. 
chovit Exercit: rtionibus ad Baronti Annales denuo edita, a Seba- 
ftiano Kortholto Philofopho Moral  Poef: Profe(f. ordinario. 
i.e, Chriftian Kort bie and Adam Tribbechovizs’sDiflertations 
dgainft Cardinal Barovius.With a little difcourfe of the former 
on the daily Bread we beg in che Lord’s Prayer, againtt Sal- 
mafius, newly publithed | by Sebaftian Kortholt. At Leipfiz and 


Hamburg 1708, in 4°. Kortho/s’s Difcourfe contains pag. 256. 
and Tribbechovias’s 168, 
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R Sedaftian Kortholt declares in his Preface, that he has 
republifhed part of his Father Chriftian Kortbolt’s Works 
and that he will continue to take the fame Care of the reft, as 
foon as they fhall be wanted by the Booktellers. He complains 
of Mr Baillet, who, {peaking of Chriftian Kortholt, exprefles 
himfelf in thefe Terms. When Mr. Kortbolt obferved a Paffage 
in Baronius, that did not pleafe him, concerning the Bread of 
the Eucharift 7. ¢. a flip of an Herb in a green Field; immedi- 
ately he compos’d an Axti-Baronius, or at leaft Anti-Baronian 
Difquifitions, which he printed at Kre/ in 1677. Our Publifher 
anfwers this critical Remark, thata little Work is enough to re- 
fute a great One, and compares his Father’s Book toa Portraiture 
in Miniature, and to a little Looking-glafs, he likewife com. 
pares it toa little Fifh: As the Whale, fays he, does not move 
in the Ocean except it be guided by a certain little Fifh that fwims 
before it, and faithfully fhews it the way; fo my Father has by 
a little Difcourfe, fhewn the right method of difcovering the 
Truth. 

The firft Differtation relates to the Houfe of the Holy Virgin 
at Lorette, An Infcription teaches the Pilgrims that arrive there, 
trom all parts of the World, the hiftory of that Building, and 
the different Journeys the Angels have fent icon. After the death 
of the Virgin, the Apoftles made it a Chapel, that remained at 
Nazareth, while the people of that Country were Chriftians, 
Mahometanifm being introduced there, the Angels took up this 
Houfe and carried it firft to Sc/avonia, then to a Wood in the 
Territory of Recanat:, then tothe top of a Mountain, and laftly 
to the place where it ftands at prefent. “The Virgin revealed all 
this inr290, toa good Man, who publifhed it, and this Revela- 
tion was foon verify’d by 16 Pilgrims, who having taken the 
Circumference of the Houfe, went to Nazareth, where they 
faw the Foundation, that ftill remained did anfwer exact- 
ly to the Walls that had been tranfported. 

Kortholt relates all that was alledged againft this Hiftory, by 
Peter Paul Vergcrias, and makes a kind of Commentary from his 
Objc€tions. Peer Pau: Vergerius was aBifhop and Legate of the 
Popes, and almoft a Cardinal, according to our Author, but 
turn’d Lutheran, and wrote feveral little Books again{t the Ro- 
man Church in the 16th Century. That wherein he attack’d 

~the Chappel at Loretzo was refuted by Francis Turrien, a Jetuit, 
fays the Paris Fournalif?, Peter Canifius of the fame Society 
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wrote alfo in Defence of that Chappel, as well as F. Tur/el/iz, 
who form’d a Hiftory of it, and Cardinal Baronizs treats at large 
of it in his Annals. Our Author examines that Cardinals Proofs, 
and applies himfelf to anfwer them in the fequel of this Dif- 
courfe, 

He treats of the Prayers for the Dead in his fecond Diflertati- 
on, and of Purgatory in the third. Cardinal Baronius and the 
other Roman Catholick Doétors infer thefe two Things from one 
other. Qur Author fhews, that praying for the Dead is not fo 
ancient in the Church as the Papifts think; and fays, if it were 
fo, it does not follow from thence that there mult be a Purgatory, 
He refers to the Greeks who pray for the Dead, tho’ they do 
not think they can help them. Baronius fays tis needlefs to 
pray for People that we think cither Damn’d or Saved. Very 
well, anfwers M. Kortho/t; yet that has been praétis‘d very long 
in the Church, and thereupon quotes Liturgies and little Hiftories, 
with Proofs from ancient Authors, who feem to fancy that the 
Damn’d receive fome Comfort by the Prayers of the Livirg. A 
godly Man, named Macarius, who pray’d continually for the 
Dead, defired one day to know what effect his Prayers had ; and 
thereupon asked a dead Pagans Head, by the Permiffion of God, 
an{werd the Head: O Macarius, while you pray for the Dead, 
our Pains are diminifh’d: The famous Hittory of Fa/conilla, 
deliver’d from Hell by the Interceflion of St. Thec/e and of Ire- 
jan, deliver’d by the Prayers of Pope §'. Gregory, are not forgot. 
In the next Place he quotes other Proofs of Purgatory, and gives 
em the ordinary Anfwers. His great Solution to the Pafliges 
of certain Fathers fince Origene, is, that thefe Do€tors were 
Origenifts, and that they fpoke only of the Purgatory fancied 
oY Origene’s, which is very different from that maintain’d by the 

apifts. 

he the fourth Differtation Kortholt endeavours to fhew, that 
the Impofition of Hands us’d by the Apoftles is not the fame with 
the Popifh Sacrament of Confirmation. His reafon is, that the 
Impofition of Hands by the Apoftles was accompanied with mi- 
raculous Gifts, and caufed evident Changes in thofe who receiv- 
ed it: They prophefied, {poke in Languages they never learnt, 
and did other Wonders; of which we fee nothing in thofe who 
receive the Sacrament of Confirmation. Our Author difputes on 
- the Sacrament of Orders in the 5th Differtation, and on the Vo- 
cation of the Minifters of the Church. He fays they did not 
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take Luther right, where he faid that every Chriftian is a Prieft ; 
who infer from this. Propofition, that it was lawful for every 
Believer to thruft themfelves into the Miniftrys They have very 
good Order in the Lutheran Churches, fays M. Kortholt, tho 
they don’t make Orders a Sacrament. God gives the Church a 
Power to chufe; and the Minifters, who are already ordain’d, 
put their Power in Execution. The 6th Diflertation contains fome 
Arguments againft what Baronius, Bellarmin, and other Koman 
Catholick Divines fay for making extream Unftion a Sacrament. 
The 7th treats of Tradition. Our Author does not deny that 
there are vencrable Traditions, but he maintains there are none 
that we can look upon as necefflary Supplements to the Holy 
Scripture ; for the Bible contains all that is neceflary for a Chri- 
ftian to know, either in relation to Faith or Manners. From at 
Maxim he explains the ftrongeft Paffages which the Roman 
Church quotes tor Tradition: For Inftance, that where St. Pew/ 
fays to the Theffalonians, 2. 2.15. Tberefore Brethren, ftand 
feft, and hold the Traditions which ye have been taught, whether 
by Word or our Epiftie. This Paflage feems exprefs to the Catho- 
licks ; but M: Korrbo/t anfwers, that the Epiftles to the Deff:- 
fonians are the firft that St. Pav/ wrote, and that when the Apo- 
{tle compos’d them, the New Teftament was notcompleat. He 
owns, that then allgthat was neceffary to be known was not writ 
down, and that the Ibeffalonians. were oblig’d in Confcience to 
charge their Memories with what they had learnt by this Dif 
courfe: But he affures us, that afterwards thofe very Things 
were inferted inthe New Teflament, which contains the whole 
of ovr Keligion. 

The oth Differtation.  Barcnivs, after having related the 
Cure of the Woman that was troubled with an Iflue of Blood, 
by touching the Hem of onr Savioui’s Garments; and the Cure. 
of fick Perfons and Demoniacks, who touch’d St. Pax/’s Hand- 
kerchiets, concludes trom thefe Miracles, that the Relicks merit 
the Honour which the Church of Rome gives them. 

_ What would the Hereticks do fays he, if we fhould now fhew 
them the fame Fringe the Woman troubled with the Bloody 
{fue touch’d, and the fame Handkerchiefs of St. Paw/, which 
were the Inftruments of fo many Miracles! Would they abhor 
them? If they did fo fays he, they would declare themfelves to 
be like the Divells. who fled at the meer Touch of the Apoftle’s- 
Handkerchief, €7:. Thefe Difcourfes, give M.. Kortholt room 
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co treat Of the Worfhip of Relicks ; he fays that every thing 
which has the Vertue of doing Miracles, does not therefore de- 
ferve to be Honoured, witnefs Be/aam’s Afs: That *tis not fufii- 
cient to make a thing worthy of Religious Worfhip, that has 
touch’d a Saint, or even Jefus Chrift himfelf, witnefS the A{S 
that carried our Siviour. He likewife anfwers to the Queftion 
of Baronius, that they injure Proteftants, if they think they have 
an abfolute Averfion tothe Relicks of Saints, We know fays he, 
that “tis Natural to keep carefully, even the leaft things, that 
belong’d to Perfons we Lov’d, for they excite in us a Grateful 
Remembrance of our Friends. We know very well, that the 
Epiitetus’s Lamp, which was but of Earth, was Sold for 3000 
Drachms. Who then would be fo Wicked, ox ." humane, as te 
dread what belong’d to Apofiles, Martyrs, or to Jefus Chrift + 
He commends St, Jerome, for valuing a Manufctipt of Pumpbr- 
dias the Martyr, which he had in his Library, What we forbid 
fays Kertbolt, to Relicks, is not a Civi Honour, but Religious 
Worfhip, and Adoration ; but he blames the’ Ca tholicks for 
Worfhipping Relicks as much as God, and ridicul’d the Superfti- 
tious Pra&tices which the Church of Rome has neither approv’d 
nor authoriz’d, fays the Paris Journalifts; for inftance, A ee 
to that call’d the Holy Handkerchief, with thefe Invocation: 
Santie Sudari Ora pro nobis, Ora pro nobis Santtiffima Det mn hPa 
i. €. Holy Handkerchief Pray for us; Pray for ws, O Moft Holy 
Effaies of God. 

“M. Kortholt, pafles next to the Difcuffion of the Paffiges of 
the Fathers, on the Worfhip of Relicks; His oth Differtation is 
againtt Baronius and Bellarmin, who ex plain the 6th Cannon of 
the Councel of Nice, too mu ich in favour of the Church of Rome, 
and endeavours to prove, that this Canon does mightily reftrian 
the i of that Church. 

Sal Mafius, towards the end of his Differtation De farnore 
iene “explains j ina particular manner, the Word | em ae, 
which is in the Lord’s Prayer, and which is generally Tranilated 
daily: Hefays, We defire ef Ged in this Article, tbe Bread to 
come, 1. e. Fefus Chrift, who fhall come at the aft d diy 10 judge 
the World, and who ss the living Bread that came dows from bea 
ven. Out Author refutes this Opinion in a particular Treaule 
which follow rhefe Difcourfes, and fhews that Luiper wasin tbe 
i in his rca where he fays, that the bread erin®, 

cans every thing that is neceflary for Alans Subjiftanc ; ds 
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2c0 The Works of the Luannen, 
Nourifoment, Clothes, Shooes, Houfes, Fields, Catte’, Money, 
good Wives, good Children, good Servants, good Magiftrates, 
good Laws, Healthful Air, Peace, Health, Modefty, good krieads, 
and faithful Neighbours, &c. | 

The laft Piece, which is an Expofition of the Pater Nofter 


‘that was Publifh’d at Amfterdam,in 1691. and isonly Re-publifh’d 


here, becaufe Chriftian Kortholt, wrote a Letter upon it with 
his Approbation, and Critical Obfervations on one of the Paffa- 
ges, where our Author tells us, that real Bread, not being wur- 
thy of entring into fo excellent a Prayer, we ought not to have 
that Bread in our view while we rehearfe it ; or if we can’t pre- 
vent it, we ought not to ask it, but after Spiritual Bread of the 
Evcharift, and the Word of God, - 

For the Satisfa&tion of the Publick, we have added: the fol- 
lowing Catalogue of Chriftian Kortholi’s Latin Works. 

An. 1660. Tratlatus de Origine & progrefju Philofopbie Barba- 
vita Fonein, 4to. 

Trattatus de Perfecutionibus Ecclefie Primitive, vetterumg; 
Martyrum Cruciatibus, ibid, 8vo. 

1662. Valerianus Confeffor, boc eff, Solida demonftration quod 
Ecclefia Romana bodierna non fit vera Chrifti Ecclefia, dedutia ev 
Valer. Magni, Capucini Apologia Antijefuitica, Roft. 1amo. 
Reprinted at Kie/; with Additions in 1666. in 4to. 

Differtatio de Neftorianif{mo, Roft. ato. 

1663. Tratatus de Calumniis Paganorum in veteros Chriftianos, 
Roftoc. 4to. Reprinted at Kre/ 1698. 4to. with great Additions. 

Exercitatio in Hiftortam Fudith, Roft. 4to. 

Exercitatis in Praefationem Hieronymi in Fudith, ibid, gto. © 

1665. Trattatus de Canone, Scripture, Bellarmino, u/que pro- 
a Gretfero & Evberrmanno Fefuitis , oppofttus, 

ojt. 4to. 
rata de Religione Etbruca, Mahammedana, & Fudauca, 
lel, 4to, 

1666, Oratio de Scholarum & Acedemiarum Ortu & progre[fu 
prefertim in Germanie intir Solemnia inaugurationis Academia 
Kilontenfis babita, Slefo. Fol. 

1667. Differtatio Hiftorica de Philippi Arabis, Alexandri Nam- 
mece, Plinit Funtoris F Annai Sencea, Criftiani, Kiel, ato. 

Apologia pro Valeriano Confeffore 5 adverfus Capuccinum Salif- 
burgenfem, ibid, 4to, 


1668, 
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1668, Tratfatus de variis Scripture Sacre, Edstionibus ibid: 
4to. Reprinted likewife at Kre/, with great Additions, in 1686, 

1669, Pfeudadelpbia Keirtana, D. Johanni Huri, Theologo Re- 
formato Marpurgenfi oppoftta, ibid, 4to. 

1670. Tratlatus de lettione Bibliorum in linguts vulzo cognites, 
ibid, 4to. 

Funus Ecclefie Romage in Clemente IX. Papa, defunie, 
ibid, 410. 

Papa Utopizius, ibid, 4to. 

1672. Trattatus de Origine & Natura Chriftianif{mi, ex mente 
Gentilium, Kiel, 4to. 

1673. Apologia pro ValerianoConfefjore, adverfus Chriffianum, 
Fabrum Gallo-Sebufianum, ibid. 4to. 

1674. Commentarius in Epiftolas Plinu & Trajani de Chriftianis, 
primevis, ibid 4to. 

1675. Commentarius in Fuftinum, in Athenagoram, Vheophilun 
Antiochenum, & Tatiacum Affyriam, Kiel, in Fol, Reprinted at 
Leipfic, with Additions in 1686. 

1676 Differtatio de Viribus humanis in Ordine ad Crvilia 3 
Spiritualia, Kiel, in 4to. | 

Exercitatio Anti Salmaftana, before mentioned, ibid 4to. 

Difquifitiones Anti Baroniane, ibid 4to. 

1680. De Tribus Impoftoribus magnis, Liber, Edwardo Herbert, 
Thome Hobbes, & Bened:ito Spinofa oppofitus, Cai addita appendix, 
gua Hteronymi Cardami, & Edwardi Herberti de Animalitate bo- 
minis Opiniones Philofopbice examinate, Kiel, 8vo. Reprinted at 
Hamburgb, in 1700. 40. 

Di/quifitio, Kc. de Reliquiorum cultuz, ibid Svo: 

1683. Tratiatus de Vita & Moribus Chriffianis primevis, pes 
Gentilium malitiam afflidtis, ibid 4to. 

1684. [hefes Theologica 25 Difputationibus Publicis in Univer. 
Kilonienfi propofite, ibid gto. Reprinted in the fame City, in 
1686, and 1692. 

1685. Tradlatus de procefjz difputandi Papiftico, Cui fubjanGe, 
Differtatio de Hoffhis Eucharifticts, frve placentulis orbiculatis gui 
bus in §. Synaxeos adminiltratione utimur, ibid ato. 

1686. Exercitatio de Chrifto Crucifixo Fudeis Scandalo, Genti- 
ibus Stultitia, credentibus autem Dei Potertia & Sapientia, 
ibid 4to. 

1689. Exercitatio de Athet{mo, veteribus Chriftianis, ob templo- 
vum imprimis averfationem a Gentilibus objetto, ing, eofdema 
nofiris retorto, ibid 4t0 Cc Silenisause 
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Silentivm Sacrum, five de Occultatione “Ayflerorium afud Vetere; 
Chriftianos, Differtatio, ibid 4to. 

De Studio Bell &F Pacis differtatio Theologica, in gratam mens" 
xiam readite divina clementia Cimbrecis Provinciis concord a 
refiritutig; feliciter reverendif. Sereni(jimig, Slefroia & Holf. 
tia ducis regnantis, Dr. Chr. Alberti ibid 4t0. 

1690. Le atlionibus forenfibus.  Exercitatio Lheologica, 
ibid 4to. 

Alexander Papa Offavus Pfeudonymus, ibid 4to. 

De magnanimitate <Ariftotelica, Chriftiane Modeflie alif>. 
virtutibys inimica, differtatio, ib. 4to. 

De Schifmate Super.ort feculo Proteftantes inter & Pontificios 
nato, differtatio Hiftorico, Theologica, ibid 4to. 

1691. Apothefis Papea, ib. 4to. 

In can 6 Nic. Exercitatio, 1b. 4to. 

1692. Mifcellanea Academica, ib. 4to. 

Difquifitio de Pontifice Romano ib. 4to. 

De Rationis cum revelatione in Theologia concurf{u, ib. 4to. 

De veterum quonundam locutione tla: Filius Des affumpfit 
hominem, ib. 4t0. 

1693. De nominibus quibus per ludibrium & contemptum Chri- 
Miiant olim a profanis appellat; 5 deq, notis occultis quibus iidem fefe 


snfigniviffe crediti differtatio 5 addjta mantiffa, qua difquiritur ; 
nam Filiola quam otto dierum infans enixa eft ; Baptifmi capax, 
1b, 40. 
~ De Sacris publicis, debita cam reverentia prafeniifq, numinis meé- 
tu colendis, Diatribe afcetica, ib. 4to. 

The fame Author has Compos’d almoft as many Works in 
High. Dutch, : | | 
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| RETESET, tS 


The Hiftory of the Church from Fefas Chrift till this prefent I me, 
divided into four Parts. The juft contains the LHiffory of the 
Government of the Church in the Diocefes of Ale szandria, An 
tioch, Africa, Gaul, Conftantinople amd Rome, The fecors 
the Hiftory of its principal Tenets , of the Canon of the Scrip- 
tures, ‘Lraditions, of eight Occumenical C ‘une. ls, of Fufii- 

whe of Grace, and the Eucharift. Ube third contains that 
the Adoration ‘of the Sacrament, of the Wor hip of. Ange: 
E the Virgin, Saints and Relicks, and their mages, from she 
Birth of Fefus Chrift tll the Rife of the Albi; gonfes : And the 
ourth contains the Hiftory of the Albigentes, and the Sucecifion 
of the Church till this prefent Time. by M, Bafnage, dr ko! 
dam, 1699. im Fol. 2 Vol. Pag. 1637 


_ Bafnaze gives us an Accouut cf his Defign in a [large 
* Preface at the beginning of this Work, He fays his Hi 
{tory of the Variations produc’d this Hifery of the Caurch, and 
was the Original of the Defign. ‘ We did not undertuke that 
© Work, adds he, meerly to fet forth the Variations of the an- 
cient Church, and the Contradiétions of particular Perfons, 
God forbid: ‘Why {hould we feek for all the Spots ina hand« 
fome Face to difhonour it, and take Pains to diminifh the Ref 
pect and Efteem that’s due to the Fathers? The Divifions of 
ite Divines and Fathers of the ancient Church are nor taken 
notice of in our H: {tory, but when we could not avoid it, nor 
diffemble them without Infinceriry. 
The firlt Pare contains feven Books. Our Author, after fpeak- 
ing in general of the Origin of Ecclefiaftical le tig 
and of the Funétions and Dignities of Bifhops, Metrop olitans 
and Patriarchs, gives us firft the Hiftory of the Pini: ite of 
Alexandria. Next comes the Hiftory of the Patriarchate of dz- 
tiocb, which was founded, according to M. Ba/rage, not by 
St. Peter, as Eufebius, St. Chryfoftom, St. Ferome, and feveral 
other ancient Authors have alledged, but by fume poor Fugitives, 


who brought Curiftianity into chat Country during the Per fer 
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tion, wherein St. Stephen received the Crown of Martyrdom: 
Thefe were the firft Founders of the Church of Antioch: Grace 
encourag’d them, and made their Miniftry effeQual ; but their 
Names are not fo much as known. The Original of the Church 
of Africa is lefS noted, Tertullian, fays M. Bafnage, is the firtt 
Main who appeard in that Church, and Agrippin is the firit Bi. 
ihip of Carthage, whofe Name has been tranimitted to us: And 
jince they both liv’d about the beginning of the 3d Century, ‘tis 
concluded that the Gofpel came very late into that-Part of the 
World. Inthe Hiftory of the Diocefs of the Gauss, M, Bu/ace 
relates the chief Events of that Church, and the manner how iz 
was govern’ from its Foundation till the rith Century. H: 
confises himfelf to the fame Epocha in the Hiftory of the Patri- 
archats of Conjtantinople, Rome, and other Churches. Towards 
the Conclufion of what he relates concerning the Church of 
Rome, he does not forget to make maention of Pope Foun, § This 
‘ Event, favs he, was fcandalous to the Koman Church; how- 
ever, its Partifons did not forbear publifhing it for the fpace 
of 4 or 500 Years, till at laftthe Reformation begun, and the 

Infallibility of the Pope’s being eftablifh’d, they conceiv’d it 

their Intereft to deny the Fa&t. Atimeas Sylvius, who was Pope 

by the Name of Pvus II. only doubted the Truth of the Story, 
and was the only Posfon that dared todo it. But fince the 

Time of Lather, they have not only denied, but redoubled 

their Endeavours to invalidate this Charge; and he himfélf 

has known fome Proteftants, who negle€ting the Advantages 

this Story might furnifh them with, have yielded the Faé to 

their Enemies, by agreeing that it was fabulous. They were 
not concern’d at the Hatred this might bring upon them from their 
own Party, becaufe the Love of Truth ought to carry it over ali 
human Confiderations. For me, who have. taken upon me the 
© Quality of an Hiftorian, I defign faithfully to relate the Reafons 
© each Party produces, and to leave the Reader the free liber- 
“ ty to judge of a Matter which perhaps has not all the Influen- 
* ces fome would give it. Thofe who are not acquainted with 
thefe Reafons, may fee them at the Clofe of this Preamble. 

The fecond Part, which treats of the Dottrine of the Church, 
includes the 9 following Books; he applies himfelf chiefly there 
to the Do&trines which feparate the Reformed from the Roman 
Church. To the Holy Scripture, its Authority and Verfions, Tra- 
ditions, Councils, and their Power, Grace, Juftification, and 
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the Eucharift, are the Matters he moft carefully difcuffes here. 
¢ If, fays our Author, I have pur in here the Sobje€t of the Eu- 
charift, which feem’d to be exhaufted by M. de Larrogue, *tis 
not becaufe I would not do that great Man the Jaftice thet ts 
due to him; but befides that, the want of this would have 
made t°» great a Blank in our Hiftory, if we had forgot ir; 
and beies that we have followed a Method, which will per- 
haps appear more natural and eafy, We have examin’d a Work 
of the famous Mr. Arvo/d, which was not yet anfwer’d, and 
have produced new Pieces of new Enemies, and of new De- 
fenders of Pofchafizs, and new Mluftrations on the Life of that 
© Abbot, which gives a great Light to that Event, which is one 
© of the moft confiderable and mof{t important that can be. 

The third Part begins with the 37th, and ends at the 23 
Book. He treats there of the Adoration of the Holy S1cramenr, 
of the Worfhip of Relicks, Saints and Angels; and he relates 
the Controverfies that happened about the ufe thar onght to he 
inade of Images. He places the beginning of the Adoration of 
the Holy Sacrament at the 12th Century: And {peaking of Ke- 
licks, he enlarges much on the Catacombs. He attacks all the 
Marks, that are made ufe of to diftinguifh the Bodies which 
are there, and fhews that every one of them ts equivocal, Ac- 
cording to him, the Monograms! not always a Chara&ter of 
Chriftianity, the Palms were common both to Chriltians and 
Pagans; the Veffels found in the Catacombs were made ufe of 
for the Holy Water of the Pagans, and. they have taken the 
Mark of cach Mechanicks Trade for the Inftruments of the Paf- 
fion of Martyrs. Our Author has gathered together here all 
the uncertain Saints he could difcover; fo that there’s no fuch 
Enumeration to be found any where clfe. St. Placidivsy for In- 
{tance, is an imaginary Saint; his Quality of Nephew to the 
Emperor Faftinian, his Arrival at Mount Cafia with Bwecus 
Symmacus, and Vitalianus; the Children whom the Author of 
ot. Placidius’s Life attributes to Fuffinmian and Theodorus, and 
feveral other Circumftances, make M. Bufnage to think him a 
Counterfeit Saint. From St. Placidias he paffzs to St. Mayr, 
“ Let us fee, fays he, what manner of Man St. Jlzur w: 

‘ Imprimis, The Gallican Church, which fhould be pe:!2ly | 

‘ ftructed of his Fate, fince it has his Body, anda parciculas 
‘Veneration for him, declares that St. Alaar never was 2 Bene- 
* dittin, becaufé that neither Dom Aabiléon, who is fo weil 
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vers’d in thofe Matters, nor the other Learned Men of the Or. 
‘der, could prove him to be fo by any Authentick A&; yer 
‘ when they take off St. Aiger’s Monaftick Habit, they annihi- 

late all the Events of his Life, and make an imaginary Man 

of him. 

in the 4th Part he joins the Reformed with the Church of 
slic 1ith Century, by means of the Albyenfes, Vaudots, Lollards, 
nd Bohemians, whom they honour as their Anceftors. ‘ Be- 

fides the Proofs of their Innocence, which we have already 
* nroduc’d related, fays our Author, we have inferted (in this 
4th Part ) five or fix new As of the Inquifition, which evi- 
dently prove, that thote whom they call Vaxdors taught a long 
time before the Reformation exaétly the fame Dofttrine with 
the Reformers. We have likew‘fe in thefe new Aéts an Idea 
of their Ecclefiaftical Governmenr, and of the Number and 
Character. of their Minifters, wiich was not fully known till 
; * now. , 
: He advertifes, that except thefe Atts, there is nothing new itn 
this ath Part. What it contains is only publifh’d again: He aad 
already publifh’d bis Anfwer to the Hititory of M. de Meauxs Va- 
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| a riations, fays our Author, leaft ne fhould triumph over our Si- 
. ae ence; and that the Retormed of France, whom the Perfecution 
bo ae had fore’d to yield, might not rhink that we entirely abandon’d 


and left them as a Prey to their Enemies ; or left, if ic had been 

deferrd tillnow, the Hiftory of che Variations might have been 
ha ’ before ours appear’d. 7 : 

ia In regard to his Method in the Rehearfai of Events and Facts, 

i he propos’d, if, To toliow exa€tly the cotemporary Authors, 

a adly, To prefer the Authors of the fame Country to Strangers, 

Me 3dly, To examine the diticrent Interefis of Authors, and to con- 

form himfelf chictly to the Opinions of free and difinterefted 

Hiftorians. 4thly, Not to look into God’s Decrees for the 

Caufe of Events. 5thly, Not to have Recourfé to the Negative 

Proot of the Silence of Authors, but in the want of pofitive 

Proofs. éthly, To make a Syftem of the Divinity of the Church 

oneach Subjett 7thly, Not to affiét the Relation of new 

Deeds or new Conjettures. 8thly, To make ufe of the Remarks 

of Modern Criticks as well as of the Antient, without negleét. 

ing thofe whom the difference of Communion generally renders 

fufpeCted. If on one Side, fays M. Ba/zage, we have follow’d 

Blonde’, Aubertin, Daille, Larroque, Meflicurs Stillingficer , 

Doduel 
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Dodwel and Spanheim, thofe learned Proteftants who have div’d 
to the bottom of Ecclefiaftick Antiquity, and brought ftrong 
Proofs for the Truth out of em, we likewife acknowledge that 
we are very much eee to Marca, Sirmond. Valois, and to 
Meflieurs Novis, Pagi, Balufe and Mabillon, who have brought 
out a number of ancient Monuments, and whole Difcoveries 


have been of great ufe to us. 
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An Account of a Voyage from Port Royal, of Acadia, or New 
France, wherein we bave an Account of divérfe Motions 
of the Sea iva long Voyage, the Defcription of the Country, 
the Employments of the French who ave eflablyh’d there, the 
Cuftoms of feveral Savage Nations, their Superfiitic ns, and 
way of Hunting, with an exalt Difcourfe on the Caftor. By 
M. Diereville. Printed at Amfferdam 1710. 62 12° pag, 
246, 


Dierevilie had compos'd the whole Account of his Voy- 
" age in Verfe _ it was told that ic would be look’d upon 
as a fabulous Relation. This oblig’d him to facrifice 5000 
Verfes to the Palate of the Publick. Howe ever, he could not 
find in his Heart to fupprefS them all. This Account then is 
partly in Profe, and partly in Verfe, much like that of the Voy- 
age of Bacbuwumont and de la Chapelle. 
Our Traveiller begins with the Account of his Voyage, the 
Dangers he underwent, the Subj ts of Fear that he met with a 
€2, and his Fifhing duri ing his Voya, ge, He fail'd from Roel: 
Je the 20th of Auguft, 1699. At 1ong the Fifth he caught ote 
Voyage, one of the beit was what the Mariners calla Flutant 


it is for Shape like a Pla ce, grey on the Back, and white under 
the Belly ; but othewife the dif A ereies3 is great: “Tis 4 or 5 rooe 
long, 2 or 3 broad, and 1 thick; fo that two Men could icaice 


craw itup to the Deck: The Head of itis fat, tender, and ex 

cellent Meat; the Moifture taken out of its Bones furpatics | 
Delicioufnefs the fineft Honey: Its Eyes, which are as big as: 
Fit, are very admirable, the Sides of the Ribs, which the bifhers 
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call the Ralingues, are no lefS delicious. They eat nothing of 
ir but the Parts we juft now mention’d,and throw the Body again 
into the Sea. Cod may eat itin their turn, if they like it; for 
this purfues them iaceffintly, and fwallows them whole; for 
there is no Fifh more ravenous than the Flutant. 

Our Author being arrived in America, went to Port Royal, the 
Place he was bound to after 54 Days Sail. The Territory of 
Port Royal is about half a League long, and almoft as broad , 
the Houles upon it lie pretty far from one another, and are but 
mean Cottages, very ill plaifter’d, and have Chimneys of white 
Clay, which did not pleafe our Author atall. 

M. Drereville gives us alfo an Account of the Cuftoms of the 
{nhabicants and Savages of New France. 

There’s no Wine made in Acadia, but they have Beer made 
of the top of Branches of Fir Trees. The Deco€tion ot it is 
{trong ; they putit intoa Hogfhead, where with Yeft and Mo- 
Jaflus, which looks like a Syrup of Sugar of the Colour of Ko- 
fin, it ferments together for 3 or 4 Days; after which the Dives 
fail to the bottom, and they drink the Liquor clear, which is 
pretty tollrable: Bur their moft common Drivk is Water; and 
thofe who drink nothing elfe are vigorous enough, becaule they 
Gat much, and don’t always work. 

Acadia isa good Country for Trade, which might be confide. 
rably improv’d: Burt, fays our Author, we French-men under- 
ftand nothing of it in comparifon of other Nations. We know 
how to take Towns better than they, as all Europe can witnefs ; 
but we know not fo well how to plant Countries. 

In New France they fow at the beginning of the Spring, and 
rcap towards the end of the Summer. It they fow’d before 
Winter, the Corn would certainly perifh, by the Rigour ot the 
Seafon: Therefore they {pend that time in hunting Martins, 
Foxes, Otters, Caftors and Bears. They kill a great many Sea- 
Wolves while they bring forth their Young Ones a fhore, 

The Acadians love nothing fo much as Bacon; they prefer it 
to Partridge and Rabber. of which they have great Numbers in 
their Woods, Our Author lik’d this very well, left the Bacon 
to the Acadians, and fed on Rabbits and Partridges. - Their Par- 
tridges are better and larger than in France; bur in the middle of 
Winter lofe their Flavour, Their Hares and Poeatants are grey in 
the Summer,and whire in the Winter. Our Author does nor afcribe 
this to the Imagingtion of the Beafts and Birds, fox then they 
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fhould be green in Summer ; but thinks the cold, having an In- 
fluence on their Hair and Feathers, ftops the courlé of the Moi- 
{ture that nourifhes them, and makes them white; and from 
hence it proceeds, that in the Summer they recover their for- 
mer Colour. The Fields are cover’d with Cabbidge and Turnips, 
which keep all the Year: The Turnipsare pithy, lufhious, and 
much better than in France ; and they have a great quantity of 
all forts of Roots, all very excellent. The Inhabitants love 
Milk too well to kill their Cows; for this reafon they eat no 
Veal, becaufe as foon as they take the Calf from the Cow, {he 
gives no more Milk. 

The Hiftory of the Savages follows the Defcription of the 
Manners of the Inhabitants of New France. Hunting is their 
chief Employment, and he tells us they have fo good a Scent, 
that they can difcover at a great diftance the Den of a Bear, 
better than a Dog cando that of aHare. In Winter Bears make 
themfelves Holes in the Earth,and cover ’em with feveral Branches 
of Fir-Trees very full of Leaves, that they mayn’t be incommo- 
ded by the Snow till the Spring, which is always late; but then 
the Snow melts, which obliges the Bear to leave his Subterrane- 
an Apartment. 

If the Bears of Acadia remain in Dens all the Winter without 
going out of ’em, they are very different from thofe of Nove 


Zemblat and the Neighbouring Countrics: For the Hollenders, 
who were oblig’d to winter there, were oblig’d to fight one of 


thofe Animals that did not inclofe himfelf. ’Tis needlefS to have 
recourfe to the Fable that they lick their Paws, and nourifh 
themfélves with that during the Winter, if it be true, that they 
don’t go out of their Dens, Dormice eat nothing in the Winter, 
neither do they breach at all, or at leaft very little, and yet are 
not much the leaner by it. They are very cold tothe Touch. { have 
felt fome in that time, and have done my utmoft to awake ’em. 
They fhew’d fome fmall fign of Life, but immediately after fell 
afleep again. How many Infects are there that live all the Win- 
ter without eating? The bignefs of the Animal does not make 
the thing more difficult to comprehend: The little Nourifhment 
requir’d by the one, and whereof they are depriv’d, is as necef- 
{ary to them asa greater quantity to the other. 

The Orignal or EIK is very hard to be taken; they muft pur- 
fue him clofe, they fay, for two or three Days in the Woods, 
and trace him in the Snow. Tis 9 of the beft Prizes the 5a- 
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vages can make. They eat the Flefh raw or broil’d, and it is 
extraordinary good. If they dry it well, it will keep a whole 
Year; but they don’t trouble their Heads for to Morrow: They 
eat inceffantly as long as they have any thing to eat. When they 
have no more they faft of Neceflity. This Animal is as big as 
a Mule of Auvergne, and has a great Branch of Horns on his 
Head, with which he does not defend himfelf, when attack’d, 
Speaking of Caftors, our Author confirms what we have heard 
from others; of the Addrefs with which they make their Dens, 
and raife Banks to ftop Rivers, when neceflary for them, all 
which they do with their Teeth and Tails. 

ivi. Diereville treats of the Cuftoms of the Savages, without 
confining himfelf to a very exa€t Method. He begins at their 
Marriages, proceeds next to their Children, and then to the 
Courfe of their Lives. : 

When a Woman falls in Labour, fhe leaves ber Hutt, goes into 
a Wood at iome diflance, with another to aflift her, and the Bu- 
finefS is foon over: The new laid Woman gives her that helps 
her the Knife which cut the Child’s Navel-String; and that is all 
her Reward. At whatever Seafon the Child is born, they 
wath ic in Water. The firft Nourifhment they give it is Fifhes 
Oil, or the melted Fat of fome Animal: After which it has no- 
thing but the Mother’s Milk, till it be ftrong enough to live as 
the reft do. 

In their Feafts a Dog is the moft delicate Difh: And to ho- 
nour their Guefts the more, they kill that which is the beft Hun: 
ter. The Wives ufually drefS Vittuals for their Husbands; yet 
they don’t cat with them, but with their Children, giving every 
one their Share in a Difh made of the Bark of a Tree. 

Their God was formerly the Sun, whom they called Niche 
Kaminon, i. e. The moft Great. They thank’d him for the good 
he did them, and entreated the Devil, whom they call’d Men- 
don, not to do them any harm. They had Magicians, who 
abus’d their Confidence: However, if the Things our Author 
relates be true, the Devil is certainly very bufy among ’em at 
prefent. Hofpitality is their chief Vertue, and they help one 
another with all their Power: They are very modeft; fo that 
a Brother dare not fpeak the leaft Word before his Sifter that 


may give her Offence. To give her the Lye is the cruelleft 
Affront, and the Parents look upon him ever after as an unwor- 


thy Brother. 
They 





~~ 





for Ap2it, 31710. aT 
They don’t know what Years, Months, and Weeks are: They 
count their Time by Nights, or by fome confiderable Events thar 
happen in their Courfe, and often pafs away their Time without 
knowing how. Their chief Remedy in all Difeafes is to fweat 
in Stoves made on purpof, which are always built on the Bank 
of a Lake or River, that they may throw themfelves into the 
Water as they come out of the Stoves all in a,Sweat, and they 
revive them again, if they fink or Faint, by giving em a kind 
of Glifter of the Smoak of Tobacco. 








Repetitum Examen Hiiftoria Critice Textus Novi Teftamenti a 
P, Richardo Simonio Congreg.Orat. Presbytero in Gallia vul- 
gate, publice inflitutum antebac in Academia Ludovictana, nuac- 
que autium Introduttione ad Stadium Philoleg. Crittcum & Ex- 
egeticum, atg, Examine Artis Critice Fohannis Clerici, F novi 
Speciminis Biblicarum Emendationum © Interpretationum Mar- 
ct Metbomit, re Fobanne Henrico Mato, Dofore atq; Profeffore 
Theologo Gieffenft. Francofurti ad Ménum, 1708, i.e. A 
Repeated Inquiry into the Critical Hiftory of the Text of the 
New Teftament, publifh’d in France by F. Richard Simon, 
Prieft of the Oratory: To which there is added in this fecond 
Edition an Introduction to the Study of Criticks, wherein is 
confider’d the Ars CriticalofM. Le Clerc,and a new Effay com- 
posd by Mark Meibom concerning the Corre€tions and Inter- 
pretations of the Bible. By Fobn Henry Maius, Do€tor and 
Profeflor of Divinity in the Univerfity of Gieffen. At Frank- 
fort on the Main, 1708. im 4°. p.496. in the Body of the 
Work, 24. inthe Preliminary Tra&t, 62. in the two Appen- 
dixes, and 64 for the Introdu€tion to Criticifm. 


(™ NE of the chief Things they accufe M. Sioz of havine 
propos’d in his Critical Hiftory of the Old and New Te- 
{tament, is in fome fort to weaken the Authority of the Texr, 
the more to confirm that of Traditions agzinft Proteffants 
who reje&t them. °Tis known how many Adverfaries this Piece 
has gain'd him both among — and Proteitants. Arnong the 
Jd 2 Lattes 
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latter, M. Maius is none of the leaft zealous to defend the Au- 
thenticknefs of the Text, and particularly exdeavours to ward 
off the Attack made on that of the New Teftament by M. Si. 
mon. With this Defign, five Years after they had printed the 
Critical Hiftory of the New Teftament the firft time at Rotter. 
dam, M. Maius publickly undertook to examin it; which he did 
in feveral A&ts maintain’d by his Scholars in Divinity, from 1690 
to the beginning of 1694. He has collected the different Heads 
which were the Subjetts of thefe publick A&s, and compos’d 
this Colle€tion of ’em, which is in better Order in this new 
Edition than in the firft; publifh’d at Grefen in 1694 in 4te, 
Our Author has added a little Piece of the fame Nature which 
was not formerly publifh’d. : 

«4 The 1ft Piece in this Volumn isa Preliminary Differtation divi- 
ded into 3 Chapters, and infifts on the Criticks upon the Sacred 
Books. M. Mazixs treats in the firft Place on the Origine, ufe 
and neceflity of thofe Criticks: Then he examins the two chief 
Parts; one of which fhews us how to make a fure Judgment as 
to the Authors of Works, and to diftinguifh the true from the 
falfe Works; the other teaches us to corre€t fuch Paffages as are. 
adulterated and corrupted in Manufcripts: But our Author owns 
that he only abridges what Daniel Heinfius and M. dé Pin have 
wrote on that Subject. 

M. Maias firft attacks M, Simon on the Title of his -Hiftory, 
where that Critick promifes to cunfirm the A&ts which are the 
Foundation of Chriftianity. He accufes him of defigning by 
this Title to impofe upon his Readers, feeing he derrogates from 
his Promife by his firft Propofition,; where he fays, that the 
Apoftles receiv’d no Command from. Jefus Chrift to write the 
Gofpel, but only to preach it to all Nations, which M. Maius 
sefutes. He comes next to feveral Obfervations on the Authors 
of the Titles which are at the beginning of the Gofpels, and 
other Books of the New Teftament; on the Apochryphal Books 
publifh’d under the Name of Jefus Chrift and the Apoftles; on 
the Reafons why the ancient Fathers in their Difputes againft 
Hereticks never produc’d the Original of the New Teftament ; 
and on the Arguments by which it is ufual to prove that the O- 
riginals were Kept in fome Churches, In thefe Obfervations he 
does not always agree with M, Simon, = 


Thence 
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Thence he proceeds to the Particulars of feveral Books of the 
New Teftament, and treats firft of St, Matthew's Gofpel. He 
makes it appear againft M. Simon, that nothing’s more uncertain 
than the Tradition, by which they would prove that this Gofpel 
was wrote originally in Hebrew or Syriagk 5 and to put the Que- 
ftion in a clearer Light, he relates the Obje€tions of the Criticks 
againft that Tradition, and expofes at the fame time the Weak- 
nefs of his Adyerfaries Anfwers to thofe Objeétions. In the 6th 
Chapter he gives the Anfwers of M. Simon to the Argument of 
Vfaac Voffus again{t the Opinion of thofe who maintain that in 
the time of our. Lord and his Apoftles, the Chaldean or Syriack 
was the vulgar Tongue at 7eru/a/em; and. after having {poken 
in the 7th and 8th Chapters of the Se€ts of the Nazarenes and 
Ebionites, and of the Hebrew and Chaldee Copies of St. Matrbew, 
which thofe two Setts usd, M. Maus proceeds to the Greek 
Text of that Evangelift, and eftablifhes the Authority of it a- 
gainft M. Simon, whom he accufes of defigning to weaken it, 
and againft fome Hereticks, whofe Obje€tions he refutes. 

In the four following Chapters -he makes an Inquiry into the 
three Evangelifts, St. Mark, St. Luke, and St. Fobn, and gives 
us at large the Opinions of M. Simon, which he fometimes agrees 
to, fometimes explains, and fometimes refutes: For Inftance, 
he is not of his Opinion concerning what.we are to undet- 
ftand by the Fanttion of Interpreter, which $r. Mar& was to St. 
Peter. M. Simon thinks that it confifted in interpreting to the 
Greeks what St. Peter could not make ’em perfe€tly underftand, 
which feems to deny the Gift of Tongues; fo that M. Alusxs 
thinks with Baronims, that this Interpretation related ra- 
ther to the Senfe than to the Words, or to the Tranflation of the 
Apoftolical Epiftles. Our Author confiders in the next Place the 
Aéts of the Apoftles, as well thofe which are Canonical as thoic- 
which are feigned; and he obferves, that the Opinion M. Simon 
entertains of the farft is little for the Honour of that Sacred 
Book. 

Next he comes to the Epiftles of Sr. Pzu/, of which he treats 
in general, {peaking of the Epiftles falfly attributed to that Apo. 
{tle, and of the Copy of the Heretick Marcon, who is accus’d 
of having corrupted the Text of the true Epiftles, he fays ’tis 
a Reproach from which M. Simon very ill clears him. He par- 
ticularly treats of the Epiftle to the Hebrews in the 16th Chapter, 


and there examines whether that Epiftle be really St. Paw/s, and 
| whether 
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whether it ovght to pafs for Canonical; with an Account of 
what the ancient Churches thought of it, both in the Eaft and 
Weit, and the Jedgment which the Learned of the laft Centu. 
ries have made of ir. He tranfcribes all that M. Simon has faid 
on it, and adds his own Refle€tions to the Decifions of that Cri- 
tick: He does the fame in relation to the Catholick Epiftles, 
which are the Subje€t of the 17th Chapter, The 18th contains 
a Critical difcourfe on the 7th Verfe of the 5th Chapter of the 
iit Epifile of St. ‘Fohn, which verfe is not found in many Copies 
of the Greeks, nor in the Oldeft Lavéz Manufcripts. A Critical 
Erquiry upon the Revelations, takes up the rgth Chapter, and 
concludes the firft part of M. Simon’s Works. 

In the 2d part, he folves the Obje€tions and Doubts, which are 
generally made, againft the Authosity both of the Books of the 
New Teftament, and of the Au‘hoss, and M, Mazws examins in 
the 14 laft Chapters, how M. Simon acquits himfelt in that re. 
fpeft. Firft, He anfwers the Objeftions of the Fes, and of 
fome Pagan Philofophers, as Ce/fus, Porpbyrim, and Fucan 
the Apoftate, who accufed the Writers of the New Teftament, 
of being unfaithful in the Quotations they bring out of the Old. 
M. Mais is not fatisfied with M, Simons Anfwer to them, which 
feems to give Credit to the Fewi/h Traditions. In regard 
to the Objections of Spizof/a, againft the Infpiration of Books of 
the New Teftament, our Author thinks M, S:ton refutes them 
in fuch a manner, as to lay himfelf open to Cenfure ; and that 
in many refpetts, M. Sox is little better than Spino/a. 

He treats next of the famous Queftion concerning the quality 
of the Siile of the Apottles 2nd Evangelifts, z.¢. If they wrote 
pure Greek, which gives him opportunity of enquiring whetber 
theie was at that time, a particular Greek Language among the 
Fes, calld Helleniffick, and whether it is true, that Sawma/tus’s 
Arguments, againft the exiftence of that Tongue, rather confirm 
than refuteit. This isM. Simon’s Opinion, but not M. Maizs’s, 
who after having laid down the reafons of one and the other, 
commonly takes Sa/ma/ius’s part againft M. Sizor. We 
only touch on thefe matters, to avoid prolixity, and can only 
glance on the 14 laft Chapters, which treat of the Gree? Manu- 
icripts of the New Teftament in general and particular. He 
treats at large onthe Antient Manufcript of Cambridge, which 
differs fo much from other Greek.Copies, and of the divifion of 
the Texts into Chapters and Verfes, as they are in thofe Manu- 
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{cripts. We have here many curious Remarks, from the niceft 
Criticks, fitto excite the Curiofity of thofe, who like that fore 
of Study. 

The a Differtations, Printed at the end of this Vol. with 
the Title of Appendixes, were publifh’d in the other Editions. 
In the firft of them, printed at Frav&fort, in 1690. with Thirty 
others of the fame Author, M. Alaiws endeavours to prove againft 
M. Simon, and fome Divines of Ho//and, that the Writers ot the 
Old and New Teftament, were truly infpired. . The Second, 
wrote by Mr. Thomas Smith, a Minifter of the Church of Ezg- 
land, defends the Authority of the famous paffage concerning the 
Holy Trinity, in the 7th Verfe of the 5th Chap. of the 1ft Epiftle 
of St. Fob, which fome Criticks fufpe& to be Suppofititious, ’ 
and anfwers the new difficulties rais'd by M. Ssmen, in his Criti- 
cal Hiftory of the New Teftament. 

The laft piece in this Vol. is New, with an Introdu€tion to the 
Study of Criticifm, Philology, and of the manner of interpreting, 
in relation to the Holy Scripture. This litthe Work is divided 
into Eight Chapters, wherein he treats, Firft, Of the indifpenfible 
Neceflity of underf{tanding the Original Tongues. Secondly, The 
method of Studying them, and learning the true Signification of 
the Terms 3 upon which he examines the difficulties propos’d by 
M./e Clerc, in his are Critical. 3. Of the Formation and Con- 
ftruction of Words. 4. Ot Emphatick Expreflions. 5. Of the 
ditterent Paffions which have an influence in Difcourfe. 6. On 
the Literal Senfe. 7. On the Application which ought to be 
made of that fenfe. 8. Of the Abufe whith certain Interpreters 
make of the Critical Art, and among others, M. Mark Meiborn, 
who boafts of having difcover’d by a kind of Infpiration, the Old 
Hebrew Poetry, and of having by the affiftance of this difcovery, 
correfted in the Text of the Uebrew Pfalms alone, above Soe 
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Lettres Memoires,&c. i. e. Letters, Memoirs, and Negotiati- 
ons of the Count D’ Eftrades, His Moft Chriftian Majetty’s 
Ambafflador to their High Mightinefles, the States General 
of the United Provinces of the Netherlands. At Bruffels, 1709. 
in 12mo. Containing Vol.1. pag. 450. Vel. 2. 540. Vol 3. 
540. Vol. 4. 428, and Vol. 5. 384. Befides the Table. 


T HIS isa very Curious Book, fince it contains many Secret 
Negotiations, on Matters of the greateft Importance. 
However, it would have been much more Curious, if there had 
not been occafion to fupprefs many things which was not fit to 
Publifh, as appears by almoft 100 Things they were oblig’d to 
{trike out. Befides that, we have feveral Letters toJwhich there 
are no Anfwers, and Antwers to Letters that are not in the Book; 
and feveral which have neither beginning norending. Thereare 
iome, which before they have done treating of one thing, go to 
another. In feveral places, cithcr the Corref&tor -muft have been 
very negligent, or the Manufcript diificult to read ; feeing there 
are a great number of Faults, that perfe€tly confound the Senfe, 
which any Perfon of Skill, or Attention, might have Correfted 
without much Trouble. Neverthelefs, how imperfe€t fo ever this 
Work be, ’tis valuable for the importance of the matters it treats 
of. Above all, we may find here, that with fome Princes, and 
their Minifters, Honefty is not a Vertue much refpefted, tho’ 
they outwardly affe&t tomake a fhew of it as much as poffible. 
We may likewife obferve, That whatever Precautions are taken 
in Treatics, and tho’ they heap Terms upon Terms, a certain 
Soveraign will always find Reafons to avoid the obfervation of 
them, when his Intereft requires it. We fhall go over the Work 
Vol. by Vol. take Notice ot the Chief Matters they contain, and 
add fome Remarks to them fays M. Bernard, 


Vol, 1. 
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‘Vol. 1. The Treaty of Alliance between Fraxce and the Srates> 
the 27th of Apri/, 1662. being the Foundation of all the Nego- 
tiations contain’d inthe 5 Vol. We have thought fit to begin with 
it firft. There was a mutual Guaranty ftipulated in this Treaty. 
The firft important Affair the Count D’ Effrades undertook to 
Negotiate, was the Ratification of their Treaty, os to which, 
there arofe fome difficulties. The King of France had juli bought 
Dankirk from Charles Il. of Eneland, It was faid he had a 
Defign to make it aFree Port. The States were afraid this 
would damage their Trade. However, the King of France 
wouid have that City included in the Guaranty, and that the 
Srates fhould affift him, in cafe Spain attacktit. The States 
rn no great rif{que on that point, fince at that time, the Spani- 
ards were fo tar from attacking their Neighbours, that they 
could not defend themfelves. 

This Firft Vol. fhews, that the French King had a great mind 
to corrupt the Penfionary of Ho//azd, and that he offer'd him 
many confiderable prefents to that end, but all in vain ; and this 
he forefaw, as foon as he had laid his Defign. [We mut fays be, 
to bis Minifter, manage this point very dexteroufly, for I bave 
heard, be is a Man who loves to exercife bis Vertue, and to get 
Honour by refufing fucb Propofals. 

In a Letter Dated the 23d of March, 1663. The King of 
France ordered his Minifter to inform him, who were the Per- 
fons in the United Provinces, and likewife in the Spanifh Netier- 
lands, that were moft Famous, and Notably excell’d others in 
any manner of Profeffion or Science, and to fend him an exa& 
Lift of them, with the Circumfiances of their Birth, Wealth or 
Poverty, of the bufinefs they imploy’d themfelves in, and of 
their Quality. What I propofe to my felf in this, adds he, is ta 
be.informed whe are moft excellent in each Country, in any Pro- 
felfion whatever ; that may make ufe of °em afterwards as I fhall 
think fit, for my Glory and Service. 

This Proje€t was putin Execution afterwards. Thofe who 
judg'd of things only by appe.zance, did much commend the 
Generofity of the King of Fravce, on the Prefents and Penfions 
he made to Perfons of Merit in Foreign Countries. But the 
true end he proposd, was to infinuate himfelf into the 
Spirits of all Men, in order to execute the Great Defign he had 
Form ’d, 
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From 1663. that the Death of the K. of Spaz, and of his Son 
was fear’d, the French ny hive a Proje€t to Canton the 
Spanifb Netherlands ; this Negotiation lafted a long time, as 
will appear by the Sequel of thefe Memoirs. 

{t is evident, by a Letter dated the rath of March, 1663. 
thatthe King of France bad ordered a Penfion of 3000 Livres, 
for the Subfiftance of an Arch-Bifhop and Bifhop; the former 
to refide at Haer/em, and the latter at Amfterdam. 

We may fee likcwife by divers Letters, that from that time, 
the King of Fraace lookt upon the Renuntiacion that the Queea 
his Wife had made, of the Succeflion of Spain to be null, not 
only on pretence that it had been extorted from her, and that 
the Dowry of that Princefs had not been paid ; but chicfly for 
this Reafon, becaufe no A& or Deed can Cancel the Right of 
Nature, and that the Queen being the King of Spain’s Eldett 
Daughter, She could by no means prejudice her felf nor her 
Children. It is ARewife to be confidered, fays the King in thefe 
wery Words, That my Son was Born before the payment of the 
Dowry ; fo that as foon as he fawihe Light, bis Right was 
afcertain'd , which can no more be contefted with him. 

He pretended likewife, that the Queen of France had a Right 
to fome places in the Netherlands, as being Daughter of the ift 
Marriage, from the Death of the King her Father, and before 
that of the Prince her Brother. They would have convine’d 
Mr. De Wit of the Juftice of thefe pretenfions, but he affirm’d 
that he had fearch’d this matter to the bottom, and that he could 
not find thefe pretenfions to be well grounded. This Declarati- 
on difpleas’d the King of France. However, that Prince wrote 
to the Count @’ Effrades at that time, in cafe the King of Spain 
fhould Die, that he had no defign tomake War upon the Nether- 
lands; but it appear’d afterwards, that either he deceiv’d his 
Minifter, or chang’d his Opinion when the King of Span Died. 
{t isevident, by a Memoir to that Count, that the Frexch King 
had no other defign, but to amufe the States, by propofing a 
Treaty on account of the Netherlands, in cafe of the Death of 
the King of Spaiz, and his Son. This Count had orders to 
protrail the matter, and never to bring it toa Conclufion. In 
the mean while, they were afraid the States would take other 
meafures, and enter into a League to preferve the Low-Countries. 
Therefore the King of Frawce fecretly threatn’d them, that he 
would pufh matters to the utmoft extremity, if that happen’d ; 
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and he was as good as his Word in 1672. The Count @ Effra- 
des acquainted him by a Letter, that Mr. De Wit bad difcovered 
bis Defign on the Netherlands, and that be would loofe no Oppor- 
tunity to take care of the Intereft of the State, andto fearch out alt 
Means pofible to Guard it, againft the Danger with which the 
French King’s Grandeur feew'd to threaten it. Thefe are the 
Counts own Expreffions. 
~ Vol, 2. In 1665. The Count propos’d to his Mafter, to or- 
der Matters fo, as the States might Surrender Mae/ffricht to 
him, being perfwaded if he had that place inhis Hands, the 
States would be oblig’d to break with the King of Spain, and 
the Houfe of Azfiria, when ever Lewis XIV. fhould infift on the 
Claim of the Queen his Wite ; without being permitted faysthis 
Minifter, to examine whether they were Juft ornot. He fre~ 
quently repeats this in his Memoirs, but *tis probable the Court 
of France {aw no Opportunity to put this Projeét in Execution. 

The Englifh Court Join’d then with Holland, and were on 
the point of declaring War againft °em, upon which the King of 
France wrote to his Minifter, that it was his great Intere{t not 
to fufter the States to be run down ; even tho’ he had no Treaty 
with them, becaufe Exg/and would then be too Powerful at 
Sea; and order’d him never to let the States loofe hopes of what 
Affiftance he could grant them, according to the Conjunéture of 
Affairs, tho’ this was no more than he was formally oblig‘d to, 
by the Treaty of 1662, In order to buy this Affiftance, he 
would have oblig’d ’em to part with Maffricht, and to treat 
either about dividing the Low Countries, or to Canton ’em into 2 
Republick, like that of the Swzffers. It feems Mr. de Wit could 
find no better expedient to fave thofe Countries, in cafe of 
the Death of the King of Spam and hisSon. However, ’tis 
doubtful, whether the King of France ever defign’d to enter in- 
to Mr. de W21’s Scheme 5 or if he had, *tis very probable that 
he would have obferv’d it no‘otherwife, then he did the Treaty 
of Partition. 

The Eng/s/ having broke with the States, and made Onen War 
upon them, the Durch follicited the King of Fraace to afliit thei, 
as he was oblig’d by Treaty. But here we fee, how many fhiits 
that Prince made'ufe of to avoid executing the Guaranty he was 
bound to. Firft, he told °em he was not fure who were the 
Agreffours,; and in cafe it prowd to be tie Dutch, a5 their 
Enemies athirm’d, his Guaranty wasout of Doors, He faid next, 
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that the War not having begun in Evrope, but in other Parts of 
the World, he was not oblig’d to give them any Affiltance. He 
afterwards ofter’d to Mediate between them, as being. moft for 
the Advantage of the Sates ; and to that end, he fent aSplen- 
did Embafly into Exg/and, When he could fhift no longer with- 
out breaking the Treaty, He made 1000 Pretexts not to join his 
Fleet with the Dutch, tho’ he bought up in Holland, all that 
was neceffary to Equip it, and that he could not find elfewhere. 
In the laft place, when they they came to Treat at Breds, the 
French Minifters as they own’d themfelves, atted more like 
Mediatours between England and the States, than like Parties 
concern’d ; which made the Publick fay, that the Freach 
and the Engli/b were agreed. All the Particulars of thefe Nego. 
tiations, are at large in this Work. 

We have likewife here, the Meafures that the King of 
France took, to break the League of the Rhine, which he mighti- 
ly defird. He order’d the Count de Eftrades to gain the Prin- 
cefs of Orange, thats he might bring the Eleétor of Branden- 
burgh, upon whom She had great Influence, to Ratifie and Ex- 
ecute the Treaty of Agreement he had made with the Duke of 
Newburgh, and.the Bifhop of Munjler, concerning the Exercife 
of the Three Keligions in. the Dominions belonging to the Suc- 
ceflion of Fuliers, and about the Condireétor-fhip of the Circle 
of Weffpbalia2; And on the other hand, that he fhould not 
Ratifie the other Treaty of a Defenfive League, which the Eletor 
had made with the fame Princes. 

The Councel of France was mightily. perplex’d, about the 
Affittance they found they were-oblig’d to give the States, aguintt 
England. M. de Lionne wrote on this Subje&t. to the Count 
de Eftrades, with the greateft Confidence. I will tell you, in 
Confidence between you and me, and.if you pleafe with the greateft 
Secrefy, Tbat we are perfuaded here, that-whatever the King 
may do for the States at this time, as be is refolvd for bis 
own Honour and Intereft, that the States fhould not be run down, 
they will fhew no Gratitude to bim at another time , and tbat 
as foon as his Majefty revives bis Pretenfions to Fianders, they 
will take part with lis.Enemies. “Twas eafie enough to foretel 
this fays M. Bernard. The Claims of the King of France upon 
K/anders, were very doubtful 3 and it was no ways the Iniereft 
of the States, that France fhould become. fo powerful, and ac- 
quire a Countrey 10 near them. ee 
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In 1665. the Bifhop of Muenfler, in Conjun&tion with Exg- 
Jand, enter’'d intoa War with the Srates, and Ravag’d the Pro- 
vinces of Groningen and Overyffel, The King of Franceimmedi- 
ately-fent to their Athitance, the Troops which were Stipulated 
by the Treaty of 1652. His Maxim that he muft not let Ho//and 
Perifh, obligd him to Keep his Word on this Occafior. He 
thought that thefe Two Enemies join’d together, might over- 
whelm them. Bur, tho’ this Affiftance was very lictle in it felf, 
the French knew very well howto make ir a Plea afterwards ; 
that the Dstch were oblig’d in Gratitude, to fiffer France to 
make her telf Matter of all that was convenient for her in the 
Netherlands, without Oppofition. 

Vol. 3. This Vol. contains the Negotiations of 1666. At 
that time, endeavours were us’'d to oblige Denmark to declare 
in Favour of the Staves agiin{t Exgland. To that End, Money 
muft be disburft, and France, to whom it coft nothing, took ir 
ill that the Dutch did not put their Hind ro their Purfe as foon 
as fhe would have had’em. And which is very Singular, the 
King of France not having at firft ‘feen the private Articles of 
the Treaty, could not imagine that the Srates fhould give Dex- 
mark any confiderable Sum to oblige them only to ftand Neuter, 
asthe Treaty imported. Yet in the Sequel, that fame Prince 
thought it proper, that Dexmar® {hould content her felf with 
Blocking up the Sound to the Fzg/i/s. He was afraid the 
Swedes would declare againft Devmarh, and that he fhould- be 
oblig’d to affilt them.’ But the King of France above all, en- 
deavour’d to preferve the Friendfhip of Sweden, thit they might 
Second his Defigns agaih{t the Empire and Flanders. He would 
have oblig’d the Swedes to take the tame Meafures that Denmark 
had done, but they could never agree toir, which occafioned the 
States to have but little advantage from the Alliance of Denmorf, 
The Swedes were Mediators at the Peace of Bredz. The King 
of France alledg’d that at this time, there was no Country 
fo Rich as the Uxited Provinces, becaufe notwithftanfting the 
War, Rich Fleets arrtv’d at the Texe/, worth Twenty Millions 
of Cargoe: For this reafon, he order’d his Minifter to periwade 
the Ssares to fuch Expences as they did nor think fit to be at 
Thofé who read thete Memoirs, muy plainly fee that the Freach 
Kings Aim was, to exhauft thoie whom he pretended to be his 
Dearelt Aliics. 
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In 1666, the King of France, at laft refolved to declare War 
againft Ee/ind, on accountofthe Servs : But they reap’d little 
Benefit by it, becaufe on pretence of want of Money, or fome 
other Excufes, the French Fleet never join d the Dutch. Tis be 
Hiev'd however, that a Detachment of the Engli/h Fleets being 
f2nt to Attaque that of Fraace, gave the Darcb an Opportunity 
to gain a Victory over the Englifh. . | 

The xSth of April 1666, a Peace was concluded between the 
States and the Bifhop of Munfter, which rid them of one Ene- 
iny, that was a great Charge to them while they were engag d 
ina {harp War with England. They likewife began to negotiate 
at Paris with the Queen Dowager of England tor a Peace with 
that Crown. °Tis known, that during that War the Englifh 
Fleet attack’d the Vefltls of the Dutch Eaft-India Company, 
who had retird into the Port of Bergues in Norway, which 
was a Violation of the Privileges of that Harbour; and the King 
of Denmark complain’d of it. But we have a Letter here fron 
Charles If. King of England, in which he tells the States, that 
he had never fo much as thought of that Undertaking, without 
the Invitation of the King of Denmark to fend his Fleet thither, 
and making a Propofal of dividing all the Prizes with him. 
We know not whether this be true, or meerly an effect of the 
Anger ot Charles Il. becaufe the King of Denmark had fided 
with his Enemy’s. 

The 27th of Of&ober 1666, a Defenfive League was fign’d at 
the Hague between the King of Dezmark, the States, the Ele. 
tor of Brandenburg, and the Dukes of Brunfwick. This Trea- 
ty extremely difpleasd the King of France: He wrote very 
fharply about it ro his Minilier at the Hagze, and inform’d him 
that there was nothing fo contrary to bis -Interefts and Views. 
He complain’d of the Ingratitude of the Srates, and order’d him 
to make ufe of all means poffible to preven. the King of Spain 
and Emperor’s being admitted into that League. 

°Tis known that M. ¢e Wit went.on Board ti. Staces Fleet 
feveral times, to give Orders that every thing migh< 5< done fuc 
cefsfully for the Intereft of the Republick. The Couds 2°! ? aes 
receiv’d Orders from the King his Mafter, to prevent, i) so7ble, 
his doing fo any more; and the Reafon he alledg’d fu: ¢) vis, 
that M. de Wir was a Perfon io dear to the State, that .4 fe 
him would be the greateft Misfortune that could befall °°. in 
that Junéture of Affairs; yet the King of France was ae 9S 
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fatisfied with him, as appears by this Book. That able Minifter 
géted for the Intereft ot his Mafters, which was his firft and 
chief Aim, as may be concluded from the reading of thefe Me- 
moirs. } 

Vol. 4. This Volumn contains only the Negotiations of the 
firft 7 Months of 1657, The King of France is ttill uneafy ae 
the Quadruple Alliance betore-mention’d, had a defign to ger 
Sweden admitted, and then to enter into it himfClf, thar be might 
totally exclude the Honfe of du/friz, He communicated this 
asa great Secret to the Count de Effrades, that he might on his 
part favour the Negotiations of the Swedes at the Hague; but 
to no purpofe, the Swedifh Pretenfions were fo high. A Peace 
was alfo negotiated between France, England and the Srates , 
and thefe Negotiations were very long, by reafon of the Diffi- 
cultys that fell in the way. The King.of Exe/ind offered to ac- 
cept the Hague as the Place of Conterence, but the King of 
France would not, becaufe he feard that the Englifh Minifters 
would lay hold of the Opportunity to negotiate in the Provinces 
contrary to his Intereft. The Englifh were deluded in their 
Turn by an Offer to treat at London. NeverthelefS$, as 
the Offer of the Hague, for the Place of Conference, might 
have pleasd fome Perfons who did not fee the Poyfon that lay 
conceal’d under it. The Count d’Eftrades and M. d@? [Wir were 
obliged to make ufe of their utmoft Skill to prevent this 
Blow. The King of France himielf was .oblig’d to write to the 
States, to Iet em fee that it was neither his nor their Interelt ro 
treat at the Hague. The Srates lik’d his $Reafons, and anfwerd 
him, that (the Hague excepted ) they were ready to fend their 
Ambaffadors any where, the City of London not excepted. Al 
Parties in fine pitch’d upon the City of Bred., 

In the mean time the Dach were in great Apprehenfions of 
the Netherlands being actack’d _by France, They thought 
they had reafon to take as a manifefto, agreat Book publifh’d at 
Paris, to eftablifh the Pretenfions of the Queer, of France to a 
part of thofe Countries, even during the Life of Charles II. of 
Spain, her Brother by the Father’s Side. M, de IVit declar’d his 
Fear of this to the Count de Effrades, who endeavour’d to de- 
lude him; but it was evident cnough by his Condu&t and 
Words, that he did not futter himlelf to, be deceiv’d. 
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France fufpe&ed that he was willing to retard the Peace with 
England, that the moft Chriftian King who was preparing a 
Land Army being taken up with one War, might not kindle ano- 
ther, by attacking the Low-Countries. In order to oppofe 
his Defigns, the Count d’Effrades receiv’d Orders to cabal againft 
him, and for that End to make ufe of a Perfon of good Repute 
in the State, who did not love the Penfionary ; by which one 
may fee, fays M. Bernard, that Fraace did not ufe that able 
Minifter kindly but when fhe thought it for her Iniereft; and 
that he onthe other hand did not feem to care for France, but 
as it might be to the Advantage of his Mafters. 


The veft of this the next Month; 
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The Infpiration of the'Haly Writings of the Old-and’ New Tefta- 
ment Confider’d and Improv'd.. Ix fourteen Sermons preach’d at 
the Merchants-Leéture at Salters-Hall. By Edmund Calamy, 
D. D: To which is added a fingle Sermon in Vindication of the 
Divine Inftitution of the Miniltry.: Preach’d at the fame Leéture. 

London, Préuted for T. Parkhurit, at the Bib'e and Three 
Crowns in Cheapfide; J. Robinfon, at the Golden Lion iz 
St. Paul’s Church-yard ; and J. Lawrence, at the Angel iz 
the Poultry. And Sold by J. Fox in Weftminfter-Hall, 1710. 
8vo. p. 422. | 

UR Author preach’d this Volume of Sermons upon 

O the In/piration of the Holy Scriptures at as publick an 

Audience as any the Diflenters have; And it muft be own’d, 

that Difcourfes upon this Subjeét are highly Seafonable in ali 

Places at this time, when the Scriptures fuffer as much as ever 

they did fince fince they were given by In{piration of God, at the 

Hands of half-learned, vicious and unftable Men, to the too 

vifible Detriment of practical Chriftianity, and to the great 

Injury of Proteftantifm in general, which muft ftand or fall 

with thefe facred Books, the great Magazine of Articles of 


Faith and Rules of Life, to the whole Body of the Reforma- 


tion ; and which Popery and Scepticifm muft every: Day gain 
ground upon, if the World can be perfwaded out of that 
Value which it ought to have for thefe Holy Writings. 

He begins this Courfe of Lectures with Confidering, the 
grand Advantage of God’s ancient People the Fews, in being 
peculiarly fayourd above others with the Oracles of God: In 
his fecond Sermon, he {tates the Notion of /n/piration as appli- 
cable to thefe Sacred Oracles ; premifing fome things to make 
way for the Proof of it ; and in particular four Arguments 
to prove, that the whole Body of the Ancient @racles both of 
the O14 Teftament and the New, were really given by Infpi- 
ration of God. In the third Sermon, he begins with the 
Writings of;the New Teftament, producing sve Arguments 
in Proof of -their Divine Infpiration ; and confidering their 
Contents as reducible under the three Heads of Doéirins. 
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Hiftories and Propbecses. In the fourth Sermon he brings two 
farther Arguments in Proof of the Divine Infpiration of the 
Writings of the Old Teftament ; and confiders its Divifion 
into the Lew of Mofes, the Prophets, and the Cherubim, or Holy 
Writings. And in the fifth, he confiders diftin@ly the ancient 
Prophetical Infpiration ; and to that addsan Appendix concern. 
ing Apoffolical Infpiration. ? 

In the fixth of thefe LeGtures, Dr. Calamy anfwers the Ob. 
jeftions againft the Divine Infpiration of the Scriptures drawn 
from the apprehended Contradittions therein contain’d: Ip 
the feventh thofe drawn from the Ab/urdsties and Lmspoffibiliries 
fuppos’d to be met within ’em : In the eight thofe taken from 
the apprehended meanne/s, obfcurity, and flatnefs of the Scri- 
pture-ftile : In the #inth thofe drawn from fome particulars of 
the Matter of the Scripture; as from what we there meet 
with about Polygamy, fromthe Levitical Law, from the Exe 
crations and Imprecations we meet with in Scripture, Cc. In 
athe zenth Sermon he anfwers that common Objection, That a 
much more effectual Method for Inftrudtion, Conviction, and 
Excitation in Religion might have been taken than the dull 
and heavy way of a written Volume: Andin the elevenrh and 
following Difcourfes, from the Infpiration of the Scriptures, 
he infers their Profitablenefs for Do&trine,Reproof, Correion 
and Inftru@tion in RighteoufnefS: the Erroneoufnefs of the 
Church of Rome, both in its Foundation and Superftruaure, 
ec.and gives feveral Dire@ions for the profitable Reading of 
thefe Infpir’d Writings. ) 

As to the Sermon on the Divine Inftitution of the Miniftry, 
Dr. Calamy thought it by no means improper to add it in this 
Place: For he looks upon it, that of all the Efforts of Scepti- 
cifm, none have a more fatal Fendency than thefe two, the 
Weakning of the Authority of the Holy Scriptures, and the 
tmpairing the Credit.ofthe Miniftry, as an Office of Divine 
Appointment in the Church. I fhall tranfcribe nothing hither, 
of what our Author offers upon this Jaft Subje&: But fhall 
content my felf with giving the Reader the Subftance of the 
Chief Arguments upon which he builds the Infpiration of the 
Scriptures. 

Our Author offers all that he fays upon this great Subje¢,. 
ander thefe following general Heads: F:rf, He endeavours 

rightly to ftate the Notion of Infpiration; and to fhew what 
is 
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ig meant by St. Paws (2 Tim. 3. 16.) when he reprefents our 
Sacred Oracles as given by Infpiration of God. Secondly, He un- 
déitakés to prove the Truth of the Affertion, that they were 
fo Infpir'd 5 and to fhew upon what grounds we ought to 
believe, and firmly to adhere to this Principle. Thirdly, He 
confiders the moft plaufible Objections againft this Do@rine 
he has ever met with. And Laffly, He makes it his bufinefs 
to improve this Principle to the Advantage of thofe who are 
perfwaded of the Truth of it. 

Prévioufly to his ftating the true Notion of Infpiration, the 
Dr. obferves, That fome Perfons have carry’d the Infpiration 
of our Sacred Penmen too high, to the Differvice of the beft 
Caufe in the World ; whilft others have gone much too low, 
to the diminifhing of that Veneration for thefe Sacred Wri- 
_ tings which is néceflary for the fupport of Religon. As to 

Infpiration in general he obferves, That fomething is thereby 
nieant fo peculiar to our Sacred Oracles, as is not capable of 
being afcrib’d to any other Books or Wtitings in the World - 
and farther, that this (be it what it will) is. fo comnion to 
all the Parts of our Sacred Oracles, that none of ’em are to be 
excluded froma fhare init, tho’ fome of ’em may be Infpir'd 
ina Manner, and to a Degree different from others. 

The Queftion therefore relating to the Divine Infpiration 
of the Holy Scriptures is this; What fort of Divine Influence 
that muft be, which was fo peculiar to the Penmen of our 
Sacred Oracles, that other$<can upon no juft Pretenfions Jay 
Claim to it; and yet which'was fo common to them, as that 
they had it more or lefs in all the Parts of that facred Volume 
which we call the Bible? And to this the Dr. Anfwers, That 
in his Apprehenfion, this Divine Infpiration implies, Thae 
they who delivér’d the Oracles of the Old and New Teftament 
to Mankind, were not only ftirr’d up by the Spirit of God to 
contribute their re{pective Parts for the common Benefit, but 
that they therein had his fpecial Affiftance, both in the form- 
ing their Conceptions, and framing their Writings ; and 
that they had fuch an Affiftance of His in their feverat Com 
pofures, as effeGQually prevented their inferting any thing 
that was Falfe, or omitting any neceflary Truth, our of jg- 
norance, Forgetfulnefs, or [ll-will: So that their Report and 
Reprefentation may be very ps: depended on by the Church 
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and People of God from Age to Age; and be abundantly 
ufeful to:them in their way to Heaven. O 

In order to help us toconceive this Matter the better, 
Dr. Calamy makes the following Obfervations : Firft, That 
Infpiration was by an impreffion upon the Imagination : §,. 
condly, That this Impreflion wasfuch as made it as certain to 
the Perfons Infpir’d that it came from God, as it isto us that 
we converfe with fuch or fuch a Friend, or Acquaintance, and 
receive certain notices from him: » Zardly, That by fuch 
forts of Impreffions as thefe, the Penmen of our Sacred Oracles 
were ftirr'd up to write: Fourthly, That they acted under the 
influence of fuch Impreffions in the whole Compiling of their 
feveral. Writings: Fifthly, That thefe Divine Impreflions they 
were under, did.not deprive the’ Perfons Infpir’d of the Ufe 
of their Reafon and Underftanding, nor deftroy the difference 
of their feveral natural Faculties and Abilities; but were at- 
temper’d tothe different Genii of the Writers: And, Lafly, 
That they were by thefe preferv’d from Error, with which all 
merely human Writings are Chargeable. . - | 

Uponwhich Confiderations, Dr..Ca/amy takes thefe Words. 
of the Apoftle, A Scripture was given by In[piration,of God, to 
fignifie thus much ; That: it was drawn: up by Perfons of God’s: 
own choofing, who, tho’ they us’d their own. natural Facul. 
ties in their feveral Writings, were under. the influence: of 
fuch Divine Impreffions as kept them from Miftake and Error; 
under fuch a Condué of the Holy, Spigit. as that, their-Reports 
might be fafely depended on by #h¢ People of God from Age 
to Age.’ If any enquires in what .the Impreflions that were 
made upon fuch an Occafion differ’d-from. thofe which the 
Saints have at fome times.been under in After-ages; the Dr. 
looks upon it, that no dammage can arife from our owning it 
difficult to aflign and defcribe.the difference : As we may upon 
good Evidence be aflur’d the difference was confiderable, tho’ 
we are unable particularly to account for. ic. 

For a general Proof that the whole Body of our Sacred 
Oracles, as we now have them in our Hands, was given by 
the Infpiration of God, our Author produces the four follow- 
ing Arguments, viz. Hrff, He. proves it hence, that the 
Scriptures are True, and as fuch, muft be Divinely Infpird : 
Yhe ¥Fruth of the Scriptures he proves after the fame Manner 
as apy other Matters can be. proy’d, which depend upon eo 
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verfal and uninterrupted Teftimony; and if they are True, 
"tis plain that they muft be Divinely Infpir’d, becaufe they 
offer themfelves to us asfuch.. That our Sacred Penmen pre- 
tend to be Divinely.Infpir'd, every one is fenfible, who is in. 
‘any Meafure acquainted with their Writings ; for we are 
there not only told, that Holy Aden of God fpake—as they were 
mov'd by the Hily Ghoft, but the Apoftles generally don’t ftick. 
to aflert, that as to thofe things which were written by. the 
Penmen of the Old Teftament, it was God-that fpake ’em . 
Thus tho’ it was well known that. David drew up the fecond 
Pfalm, yet we find the Apoftles declaring, that it was God 
who fpake by the Mouth of his Servant what is contain’d in 
that Pfalm, Aés4 25. And we are told thatit was the Holy 
Ghoft that fpake by E/aias the Prophet. . 4@s 28. 25. Nay, 
we may not only obferve, that the Prophets finding a pecu- 
‘liar Influence and Affiftance of the Spirit of God, are bold to 
difcover itas they were entring upon their feveral Meflages, 
crying out the Word ofthe Lord came to J/aiah, to. Hofea, to 
Amos, and thereft ; but St. Pav] alfo declares, that he and his 
Fellow-Apofiles fpake what they deliver’d, mot in. the Words 
which Man's Wifdors teacheth, but which the. Holy Gheft; teacheth, 
1. Cor, 2+ 13. : 

Secondly, The Scriptures moft certainly are from God, and 
therefore muft be lnipir’d in the Senfe before explain’d, In 
Order to prove the former part ‘of this Propofition, Dr. Ca- 
damy obferves, that they muft be either from God, or from 
the Devil, or from Men; but it is abfolutely impoffible. that 
they: fhould have, their Rife from the Devil, becaufe their 
great Defigh is to batter and over-throw his Kingdom; and 
if they come from Men, it muft be either from good Men or 
bad ; from good Men they could notcome, unlefs they were 
Divinely Infpir’d ; for they cowd have nothing of Goodnefs 
in them, :fhou’d they come with a Lye intheir Mouths, pre- 
tending their Writings were givenby the Infpiration of God, 
if they were not fo ; nor cou’d they come from bad Men, as 
they make it their chief Bufinefs to promote true Goodnefs, 
and to {pread the Honour and Glory of God in the World: 
Hence it follows, That they muft come trom God: And i 
fo, every one mu{t make this Inference, that they are Dt- 
vinely Infpir’d, 
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‘Dr. Calamy draws his Third general Argument for the In- 
fpiration of the Scriptures from their Harmony ; which, all 
things confider’d, wou’d be utterly inconceivable, were they 
not Divinely Infpir’d. The Writings of Men, obferves our 
Author, if drawn up at feveral times, with different Views, 
and upon feveral Occafions, are generally found in fome 
things to vary from themfelves: But amongft our Sacred 
Writers, there is a moft Harmonious Confent: The Old 
Teftament and the New moft exactly agree: And, tho’ we 
have feveral Perfons in both that write on the fame Things, 
and their Genius’s were different, and they had feveral Views, 
and one mentions what the other omits, yet they marvel- 
fouflyagree and harmonize. Thus our Bible is all of a piece ; 
which. is utterly inconceivable, did not the Spirit of God 
prefide over the Compofition. 

in order to reprefent this Argument in its full Force, our 
Author takes into confideratioa the following particulars: 
Viz. The different Stiles of the feveral Penmen, and the 
variety of Matter treated on: In thefe Sacred Books, feveral 
Men agree, not in a few plain Points only, but tho’ they 
have written Hiftorically, Prophetically, and Do@rinally, 
and that about the fublimeft, as well as more common Mat. 
ters : Here are Doétrins, Prophecies, Promifes, T'ypes and 
Hiftories, all depending one upon another, writ by feveral 
Perfons, and at different times, without any poflibility of 
Combination ; and yet they not only agree in their Account ; 
but their Writings confpire together to anfwer one and the 
fame End: This Harmony. and Agreement is the more fully 
difcover'd, the more careful we are in our Search, and ftri& 
in our Enquiry: It could not be an Agreement by confent, 
becanfe the Writers liv’d in different Ages, and cou’d have 
no Correfpendence : They knew not of one another; nay, 
many times, they did not diftinGly underftand their owa 
Writings, but were fore’d to fearch into their Meaning ; 
and yet they agreed with others who writ about the fame 
Matters: This our Author efteems a peculiar Divine Signa- 
ture; for if we take any fuch number of Men living in fe- 
veral Ages, tho’ they wrote about the fame Matters, we 
fhall find them as widely different as Eaft.and Weft: But 
here are Writers many in-number, differing in..their Qua- » 
tities, Conditions and nterefs, living in diftant Ages, wri- 
ting 
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ting with great variety for Matter and Manner, and under 
the influence of feveral differing Views, who yet all agree in 
End and Means, viz. the Glory of God inthe Happinefs of 
Man thro’ the provided Mefiah. Dr. Calamy looks upon it as 
impoffible for the Wit of Man to Account for this, if thefe 
Writers were not Divinely Infpir’d. 

His Zef general Argument is taken from the fulfding of 
the Scriptures: And here he asks, Do we not find the Holy 
Scriptures tranfcrib’d as it were over again in the Courfe of 
Divine Providence towards the Church in every Age, and 
towards particular Perfons alfo, in all the various Steps and 
Changes of their Lives? Has not this in all times been the 
Remark of thofe that have been moft obfervant, and the moft 
careful in comparing the Scriptures and Providence together ? 
How then coud the Word and Providence in every Age fo 
directly anf{wer each other, if That were not Divinely Infpir’d 
as well as This is Divinely Dire@ted ? How cou’d it be, that 
under the greateft Changes and Over-throws, Hurricanes and: 
Alterations in the Naturai, Moral, or Civil World, thae 
which is brought about, fhou’d fo exactly anfwer the Scripture~ 
plan, and be fo agreeable, not only to fett Prophecies, but 
even to general Declarations, Promifes, Threatnings and: 
Moral Obfervations without variation, if the Scriptures were: 
not Divinely Infpir’d ? 

Take it, proceeds our Author, as to the Church in general: 
How ftrangely is it preferv’d? How often has.it been brought 
Low, and yet is kept from perifhing ? How marvelloufly has 
it oft been rais'd again, even out of the Duft? How forely-: 
has it been vifited when Impure and Degenerate? And how 
ftrangely has it been refin’d by the foreft Vifitations? And 
how certainly does it in the Jflue, triumph over its proudeft. 
Foes ? And‘all in an exact Conformity to the Sacred Scriptures.: 

And as to particular Chriftians, How fully do they find 
the Scripture verify’d in their Cafe alfo, as to the ftanding 
Remarks .of the Chriftian Warfare, the ufual Meafures of- 
God’s Proceedings, the fw/flling of-his. Promifes upon. their 
keeping clofe to him, his Vifitations of them upon their Back- 
flidings, and the Methods of God’s Afliftance; and the like 2 
Andas to all; How vifibly. may they obferve Sin puniffd, and: 
Sincerity rewarded, and the Declarations of Scripture. an 


fwer'd, and its Promifes and Threatnings verify’d ? _ 
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this be fo, How coud the Bible contain fuch an Account of 
the Series of Providence in Miniature, and fuch a Model of the 
Divine Government, ‘both general and fpecial, if God had 
nota peculiar Hand in its Compofition ? By anfwering the 
Word fo-exa&ly in all his Difpenfations, God doth, as ic 
were, folemnly avouch the Scriptures for his, in the Hearing 
of all the World: He fhews, that it is he himfelf who keeps 
the Reins in his own Hand,and orders all Thingsas he pleafes; 
who-makes them all concurr to accomplifh the Ends which 
the Scriptures hold forth; and that fo certainly, that the 
moft crofs Events, can do nothing to fruftrate or difappoint 
"em. 

- After having propos’d and inforcd thefe general Argu. 
ments in Proof of the Divine Infpiration of the Scriptures, 
confider’d in the Grofs; our Author proceeds to confider the 
Old and New Teftament apart, and to prove the Divine 
Infpiration of each of them: He begins with his Proofs of the 
Divine Infpiration of the New Teftament ; which he confi- 
ders firftin the Lump, and under that confideration, fhews 
it to be Divinely Infpir’d ; and then diftinguifhes it into the 
chief Matters it confifts of, wiz. Dottrins, Hiffories, Prophecies, 
and proves, that under each of thefe Heads, the Scriptures of 
the New Teftament were given by Infpiration of God. | 
fhall give the Reader brief Hints of all the Arguments the 
Dr. makes ufe of in this Cafe, and refer him to the Book it 
felf for more particular fatisfaction. 7 


His Arguments for the Divine Infpiration of the Books of 
the New Teftament in general, are thefe following : wiz: 
Firft, Ifthe New Teftament was not Infpir'd, it wou’d not 
have anfwer’d its End; which was fafely to preferve the 
Doétrine of Chrift, andto perpetuate the Memory of thofe 
facts upon which Chriftianity is bottom’d, that all Ages 
might have a fatisfaftory Certainty concerning them ; and to 
fix an immutable Rule for Faithand Manners. Now this 
£nd-cowd not have been effectually, afluredly, or fatisfaftorily 
Anfwer'd, if the Writers had not been Divinely Infpir’d, 
and confequently, they muft have been Infpir’d. Had they 
‘been left at Liberty to exprefs themfelves as they woud, like 
‘other Men ; had they been left to their own Frailties and 
‘Imperfections; nay, had they not been under a peculiar Di- 
? upright 
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vine Condué, tho’ we fuppofe em to have been honeft and 
upright Men, yet we fhou’d not have had juft grounds for an 
intire dependance upon them : We coud have had no fuffici- 
ent fecurity, but that they might have been themfelves de 
ceiv’d; and confequently mightin many things have impos’d 
upon us, tho’ without any ill Defign. Writings that are to 
convey the Doctrines of a Religion founded upon Facts, and 
that are to hand down to all Ages, an infallible Rule of 
Faith and Manners, muftj in our Author’s Opinion, either be 
Divinely Infpir’d, or elfe they will be comparatively Infg- 
nificant. They may be honeft Men, but upon that Account 
fometimes the fooner miftaken and impos'd upon: They may 
be biafs’d many ways: Their Affections may tranfport ’em 
beyond Bounds. And tho’ we admit that they were fo up- 
right, as to be incapable of a form’d Defign to deceive us, 
yet we cannot fay, but that they might run into various 
Miftakes, and fo deceive us without deiigning it, unlefs the 
Holy Spirit guided their Pens, and kept them under fuch a 
Conduét as effectually preferv’d them from Error. 


His fecond Argument is this; If the Writings of the New 
Teftament were not given by the Infpiration of God, our 
Lord was not true tohis Difciples; he did not keep to, nor 
anfwer the Promife which he made them, as to the Affiftance 
of his Holy Spirit. Of this we have an Account in Fobn, 
14. 26. & —16. 13. Fromwhich Places, the Dr. argues thus; 
Fither this Promife of our Saviour referr’d to Affiftance in 
Writing as well as Speaking, or it did not ; if it did not, then 
they were tantalizd by it, inftead of being reliev’d ; the 
-Promife reaching but to half of their Work, and leaving to 
themfelves as to the other half, which, if the Concerns of all 
fucceeding Ages be regarded, was the moft Confiderable of 
-thetwo: Andif it did, then were they infpir’d, and under 
infallible Condu@; for it is not fuppofable that fuch an 
Affiftance as that Promis’d, for the Benefit of all after Ages, 


fhou’d leave them expos’d to Miftakes, and Errors in their 
Writings. 


In the third Place, Dr. Calamy argues thus; Since we find 
the Apoftles, who were the chief Penmen of the New Tefta- 
ment, openly, over and over again, pretending to Infpira- 
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tion, if they really had it not, they were Deceivers ; they im. 
pofe upon us inamoft capital Matter, and to that degree, 
that we can depend upon them in nothing with any fatisfaction, 
but our whole Religion is overthrown :- Whence it follows, 
that every Argument which can be brought in Proof of the 
Truth and Certainty of the Chriftian Reiigion, proves at the 
fame time to us, the Infpiration of the Holy Scriptures; if 
our Religion is true, the Scriptures muft of neceffity be In- 
fpir’d 5 if the Scriptures are not Infpir'd, as thofe Writings 
mutt be collufive which pretend to what belongs not to them, 
our Religion at the fame time depending upon them, and 
being folely to be deduc’d from them, muft be precarious and 
falfe. 


Fourthly, The whole Chriftian, Church from the Age of 
the Apoftles down to this very Day, have firmly believ’d the 
Divine Infpiration of thefe Writings ; fo that either the whole 
Body of Chriftian People hath from the firft been deceiv'd in 
their moft Fundamental Principle, or they were given by the 
lnfpiration of God. The Dr. is duely fenfible that we onght 


to be very wary in drawing an Argument from Tradition, 
in Matters either of Faith or Practice: For which Reafon, he 
defires to be here underftood with caution: For let Tradition 
be ever fo General and Univerfal, let there be the concurring 
confent of ever fo many Ages, if the Scripture goes another 
way, “tis but a poor Argument; the Scriptures being our 
Standard in point of Authority beyond the Chriftians of all 
- Ages put together: When therefore Tradition pleads for 
what the Scriptures are filent about,it has but a poor Founda- 
tion: But Tradition in confirmation of what is either di- 
reftly laid down in Scripture, or may be inferr’d from thence 
by juft and natural Confequence, may fafely be admitted : 
That therefore Chriftians fhould have been all along Miftaken 
an the Fundamental Refoiution of their Faith, which has been 
into the Divine Infpiration of the New Teftament Writers, 
in which they have a&ed but agreeably to the Scripture’ 
Reprefentation of it felf, is fo vilea fuppofition, that it can 
hardly, be admitted by any Man, but one who looks upon 
the whole Body cf Chriftians in all Ages, as entirely given 
up to a Spirit of Delufion. 


And 
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And whereas our Author may be ask’d here, How he, who 
rejects Tradition when it is ftrenuoufly pleaded upon the 
Head of Epifcopacy, can draw an Argument from Tradition 
in Proof of the Infpiration of the Writings of the New Teifta- ~ 
ment; he Anfwers, That thele are very far from being Pa- 
rallel Cafes : Such Epifcopacy as is truly to be found in Scri- 
pture, and was kept up in the times immediately fucceeding, 
our Author refpeéts and reverences ; but for the after im- 
provements upon the Primitive Foundations, he hopes he 
may be excufable, if he has not alike refpect ; and this the 
rather, becaufe he believes that he may upon good grounds 
fay in this, as our Saviour did in another Cafe, from the Be- 
ginning it was not fo. As for the Tradition on the other Hand, 
that is pleadedin the Confirmation of the Divine Infpiration 
of the Writings of the New Teftament, ’tis all of a picce, 
and as clear in the moft early as in the lateft Ages. The 
fame apprehenfion as we have of ’em, prevail’d even while 
the Writers themfelves were living, and they encourag’d in- 
ftead of oppofing it, or warning of any ill Confequences it 
woud be likely to draw after it: From them it fpread among 
their immediate followers, and from them and their Succeflors 
in the Chriftian Church, it hath been convey'd down all along 
to us in this Age, without any variation. 

Again, proceeds the Dr. none but Bigots can pretend, that 
the Foundation of the Chriftian Religion depends as much 
upon the Hyerarchy, as upon the Divine Infpiration of the 
Scriptures 5 or that it is any thing near fo fatal to fuppofe 
a common and prevailing Miftake on the one Head as on the 
other: Sothat ’till it can be made appear, that that fort of 
Epifcopacy which the Presbyterians have laid afide, is as 
agreeable to the Reprefentation of the New Teftament Wri- 
ters, as uniformly deliver’d by all that came after them in 
the moft early Ages, as well asin the times that fucceeded, 
and hath as neceflary a relation to the Foundation of our whole 
Religion, as the Infpiration of our Sacred Penmen; our Au- 
thor looks upon it, that we may very fafely plead Tradition 
in Confirmation of the one, without thinking our felves 
rs to lay that ftrefs upon it that is defir’d in the other 
Cale. 


The 
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The ffth and laft Argument alledg’d by Dr. Calamy in Proof 
of the Divine Infpiratien of the New Teftament in genera} 
is as follows : It is altogether inconceivable how fuch Men as 
we know the Apoftles to have been, cou’d have drawn uD 
fuch Writings, if they had not been Divinely Infpir’d : They 
were generally weak and fimple Men, and yet their Writings 
have prov’d vaftly more powerful than thofe of the ablef: 
Orators ; they were for the moft part Men of little Learning, 
and yet their Writings have confounded the moft Learned 
Menin the Pagan World; they liv’d in an obfcure Corner, 
and had comparatively but little-acquaintance with Mankind, 
and yet their Writings ranfack all the corners of Mens Hearts, 
and have made many from Age to Age much more acquainted 
with themfelves than they could have been any other way; 
they were the plaineft Perfons imaginable, and yet their 
Writings come with a Majefty that is inimitable: Adéstehew 
was a Publican that had {pent moft of his time in gathering 
of Toll ; and Perer and Fohn were Fifhermen, ftrangers to any 
thing of polite Converfation; and yet their Writings have 
made more Converts to God and Goodnefs than the greateft 
Performances of the moft celebrated Wits: St. Pawl, indced, 
had fome Learning, being brought up at the Feet of Gayzal/e! ; 
but he was as unlikely to become a fpreader of Chriftianicy, 
asany Man, till he was miraculoufly Converted: And when 
he was chang d, he coud not have writ with that Exaétnefs 
that he did, about the Principles and Myfteries of a Religion 
to which he before was an utter Stranger, without a fpecial 
fuperiour Conduct. If we therefore confider the Writers and 
Writings of the New Teftament ; the Writers as little pro- 
mis’d any thing peculiarly Excellent as any Men that coud 
have been pitchd upon, and yet their Doctrine is admirable, 
and their Scheme beyond Example. §o that it appears not 
more abfurd to fuppofe an orderly World refulting from the 
fortuitous Concourfe of unguided Atoms, or a Watch or 
Clock that has all the Marks of curious Contrivance, to jumble 
together of it felf without the Hands of an Artificer ; than 
toimagin fuch Writings as thofe of the New Teftament, 
Writings fo Noble, fo Sublime and Godlike, to proceed from 
fuch Perfons as the Compilers of this Book, if they had not 
been under a peculiar Divine Conduét. | 

The 
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The By, proceeds after this toconfider the New Teftament 
fomewhat more particularly, as it confifts of Doftrines, Hiftories 
and Prophecies: Now the Doétrines being many of them My- 
fterious, out of the reach of the Light of Nature, and when 
deliver'd, abéve the Comprehenfion of human Reafon ; end 
the Prophecies fuppofing fuch an infight into Futurity, as no 
fnice Agents, much lefS weak Men, can juftifiably lay claim 
to ; cht rm juftly challenge a Title to Divine Infpiration : 
And as to the Aiffcrical parts of the New Teftaments, tho’ 
it may beafferted that honeft Men might be capable of drawing 
up an Hiftorical Account of Things, in which themfelves were 
concern’d, and of which they were Eye and Ear-witnefles ; 
and fiich an Account as might be depended on too, without 
Infpiration ; yet if it be confider’d, that the Hiftories of the 
Jew Teftament contain an Account of thofe Faéts upon which 
the’ Whole of Chriftianity is bottom’d, and of which we upon 
that Account need more thana common Aflurance, it cannot 
feem ftrange if it fhould be aflerted, that Affiftance by his 
Spirit in fuch Compofures came within the Compafs of our 
Saviour’s Promife to his Apoftles, And the Dr. asks, How 
coud we be fatisfagtorily aflur’d that belteviag we fhould have 
life through the name of Chrift, if the Penmen that compiled the 
Hiftories that contain an Account of thofe Fa&son which our 
Faith muft be bottom’d, and by which it muft be fupported, 
had nota peculiar Condué of the Spirit ? And when our Sa- 
viour fo diftin@ly declares, that his Spirit fhou’d bring elf 
things to their Remembrance, it can’t icem harfh, to fuch as 
duly confider the nature of that Expreffion, that we fhoud 
aflert that, tho” he needed not take that pains with ’em about 
things they knew before, as woud have been requifite had 
they been perfe& Strangers, yet even in compiling the Hi- 
ftory of Facts, with which they were weil acquainted, they 
needed his Condué and Affiftance as a Remembrancer, te 
keep them from any way Mifreprefenting Truth, or omitting 
any thing that was needful to be known; which is what we 
mean, in the Cafe before us, by Infpiration. 


After having produced fufficient Evidence for the Divine 
Infpiration of the Nem Teftament, our Author proceeds to 
confider it as to the Old 3 which the Apoitle (2 Tim.2. 16.) 


allures, # all given by Infpiration of God: And which, by the 
bye 
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bye, this Text alone proves in the general to be. ‘Bivinely 
{nfpir’d. And here he confiders the Old Teftament as he has 
done the New, Colleétively and Diftributively.: Frft, Un. 
dertaking to prove, that the whole Old Teftament, taken in 
the grofs, was Divinely Infpird: And, Secondly, confidering 
it as divided into the Law of Mofes, the Prophets, and the Holy 
Writings ; and proving that we have good grounds to Aflerr 
Divine Infpiration in the Cafe of each of them. 


He begins with confidering the Old Teftament in the ge- 
neral : And, without repeating what of the Evidence under 
the former Head is equally applicable to this, he lays dowg 
two Arguments in Proof of the Divine Infpiration of the Old 
Teftament; the firft of whichis drawn from the Nature, the 
Duration,and the Unvariablenefs of the Few/h Religion, which 
was wholly Founded on the Writings of the Old Teftament; 
which were utterly inconceivable, if they were not given by 
Divine Infpiration of God: And the fecond from the Confir- 
mation which the New Teftament gives to the whole Canon 
of the Old» Upon each of thefe Heads, Dr. Calamy is large 
and full; but I have not room to prefent the Reader with fo 
much as the Subftance of what he advances upon them in this 
Place: Asneither of what he offers in Proof of the Infpira- 
tion of the Law of Mofes, the Prophets, and the other Holy [ri- 
tings. The Reader mutt be referr'd for ‘em to the Book Iam 
endeavouring to give him a Notion of. 


In his 2b Difcourfe, our Author treats of the Infpiration 
ofthe ancient Prophets ; confidering in particular the Names 
they were call’d by, the Ends of their Miffion to the Church 
of God, the Influence of the Holy Ghoft they were under in 
Prophefying, and the Notification of this to others, fo as to 
prevent Delufions. To pafs by the frft of thefe Particulars, 
the Ends of their Miflion to the Church of God, the Dr. ob- 
ferves, were various; vz. to prevent them from running 
into thofe Follies and Extravagancies which the neighbour- 
ing Nations were led into by their vehement Thirft after the 
knowledge of Futurity ; to revive the more pure and fpiritual - 
Part of Religion among the ews, when their Priefts had ran 
it all into mere Externals and Ceremonials; to be fubfervient 


to the Revelation of the Afefiah, who is the Center of all 
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Divine Revelations, and in whom all Nations were to be 
bleffed ; and to give a peculiar Light into the Method’s of 
God’s Providence. and that not only in the times in which 
they particularly liv’d, but alfo in all Ages of the World. 


In his Enguiry how the Prophetick Miffion was fo notify’d 
to cthers, as to give an alluring certainty concerning it, and 

revent Delufion , Dr. Calamy obferves, that thefe following 
were the Marks and Charaéteriftics of a true Prophet; wiz. 
Firf, A Sign, a Miracle wrought by him, or about him; 
thus the Man of God who Prophefied againft the Altar of 
Bethel, gave this as a Sign to confirm the People in his Divine 
Miffion, that the Altar fhowd be immediately rent, and it 
was fo: And at the fame time, the Hand of K. ‘ercboam, that 
was ftretchd forth againft him, Wither’d on a fudden, and 
was as fuddenly reftor’d upon the Prayerof the Prophet. Se- 
condly, The completion of fomething which he had foretold, 
which cou’d not fall under meer human Cognizance: ALofes, 
when he deliver’d the Law to the Fews, gave them this Rule, 
(Deut. 18. 22.) When a Prophet fpeaketh in the Name of the 
Lord, if the thing follow not, nor came to pafs, that ws the thing 
which the Lord hath not fpoken, but the Prophet hath {poken it 
prefumptuoufly: Thou {halt not be afraid of him. Which Negative 
plainly implyd, and carry’d in it this pofitive Rule, That if 
his Prediction did come to pafs, he was to be efteem’d and 
refpected as a Prophet of the Lord. 


Thirdly, True Do&rine was always to be join’d as a Proof 
of a Prophetic Miffion: 4o/es thus exprefles himfelf upon this 
Head: (Deut. 12. 1, 2.) Uf there arife among you a Prophet, and 
giveth thee a Sign or a Wonder, and the Sign or the Wsnder come 
to pals, whereof he fpake unto thee, faying, Let us go after other 
Gods, and let us ferve them; thou fhalt not hearken unto the Words 
of that Prapher: For the Lord your God proveth you, to know whe- 
ther you Love the Lord your God with all your heart, and with all 
your foul. No Prophet was to beheard, that laid a Tempta- 
tion before them to Idolatry. And, fourtsly, there was often 
alfo added the Authority of an ancient and known PropHet, 
who recommended another as a Prophet by his Teftimony : 
Thus Adcfes recommended Fofhnab, Elijah recommended Elifha, 

and 
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and Yohn the Baptift our Saviour Cbri?#: and this way was 
the regard of the People warranted and authoriz‘d. 


If thefe Marks or Evidences were wanting, Dr. Calany 
obferves, That a peculiar Sanity was fomething regarded 
amongft God’s ancient People; but not reckon’d a fuficicae 
Prefervative from Delufion: However they did not ia the 
SJewifh Church, immediately and rafhly condenin all Pretenders. 
but if there was Holinefs of Life, and no danger to Religion 
from the Things which were pretended to come from Heaven, 
they Examin’d, made their Remarks, and waited the Event. 
But as to the Penmen of the Prophetick Part of Scripture, we 
have all the Evidence we can defire of their being true Pro- 
phets ; both on the account of the many and fignal Miracles 
they wrovght; the Anfwerablenefs of Events to their Pre- 
dictions; the evident Divinity of the Doétrine they deliver ; 
and the mutual Confirmation they give to each other, and our 
Saviour to them all. So that without the leaft danger of 
being impos’d on, we may very fafely fay with the Apoftle, 
(2 Pet. x. 21.) of thefe Holy men of God, that they fpake as they 
were mov'd by the Hily Ghoft. 


In his Appendix concerning Apoftolical Infpiration, Dr. 
Calamy obferves, That the Prophetic Spirit under the Gof: 
pel, in fome refpects, agreed with that under the Old Teita- 
ment, and in others differ’d from it. It agreed with it in 
that it was communicated in divers manners, as before ; by 
Viftons, or Dreams; or a Voice from Heaven, or in a way of 
fecret fuggeftion But it differ'd from it in this, that whereas 
the Prophetic Spirit was often attended under the Old Tefta- 
ment with confiderable Dread and Terror, under the New 
it was given out in a way of more Liberty and Glory: 
The ancient Prophets often {pake and acted in a manner very 
different from the ordinary Practice of other Men ; they us’d 
ftrange Language, and ftrange Motions and Agitations of 
Body, and were thereupon thought to be befides themfelves; 
but we find nothing of this nature under the New Teftament. 
Tht Prophetic Spirit that was among our Saviour’s Apoilles, 
aud their Companions, was very like the Gradys Adi/aicws, 
which was reckon’d the Higheft and moft Noble among tie 
Jews, They often Prophefy’d as Mo/es, waking and ftandiug ; 
: they 
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they us’d, as he did, great plainnefs of Speech; and whereas 
they obferv'd of him, that he had ftrength to underftand the 
words of the Prophecy ; fo may we alfo fay, there was ftrength 
in the New Teitament Prophets to underftand the Revela- 
tions of the Spirit; Aad withall, Apoftolical Infpiration was 
rather a conftant and permanent Faculty, habitually refiding 
in their Mind, and exerting it felf, either as they were mov’d 
by the Holy Ghoft, or as they themfelves thought fit ; than 
a tranfient Gift, often difcontinued and interrupted, as it 
was with the Prophets of Old. 


In the Sequel of this Appendix, our Author anfwers feveral 
Obje¢tions againft the Infpiration of the Writings of the New 
Teftament, alledg’d by the the famous Author of the five 
Letters; which | have not room to give any Account of in 
this Place: Neither can I of his Anfwers to the other meft 
plaufible Objetions that are alledg’d by fuch as disbelieve 
the Divinity of the Scriptures: The Reader muft be referr’d 
for what he offers upon thefe curious and ufeful Subjedts, to 
the Book it felf. 





Hh A Letter 
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A Letter to Mr. Benjamin Robinfon, occafton’d by his Review of 
the Cafe of Liturgies, and their Impofition. By Thomas Bennet, 
M: A. Reétor of St. James’s 12 Colchefter. London, Printed 
by W.B. for James Knapton, at the Crown in Sr. Paul's 
Church-yard: And Sold by Edmund Jeffery, Book/eller jn 
Cambridge, 1710. p.200. 


R. Robinfows Review of the Cafe of Liturgies, of which 

we took fome notice in a late Afonthly Account, ha- 
ving been receiv’d with remarkable Satisfaction by thofe ot 
his Perfwafion, and look’d upon by them as a fubftantial 
Anfwer to Mr. Bennet’s Brief Hiftory of the joint Ufe of pre- 
compos'd fert Forms of Prayer, and the Difcourfe of joint Prayer: 
Mr. Bennet freely acknowledges, That had his Books been 
written, as Mr, Robinfon reprefents them, he fhou’d have in a 
great many particulars join’d with Mr. Robinfon and his 
Admirers, in the Condemnation of himfelf. 


But he tells us, He has found-it very poffible for Mr, Robinfon 
to deal in thofe Arts which he is unwilling to name; and 
he is entirely of Opinion, That the Letter before us will con- 
vince, even the moft prejudicd Readers, that they have 
entertain’d too favourable an Opinion of Mr. Robinfon’s Per- 
formance. Mr. Bennet has pretended to give us no more 
than a Specimen of his Praétices at thistime: But he has fe- 
lected thofe particulars wherein Mr. Rodbinfon bears hardett 
upon him; and wherein thofe Perfons, who are not Matters: 
of much Learning, will be apt to conclude, that he has the 
greateft Advantage over him. 


Mr. Bennet hopes, That thefe Inftances will tempt all im- 
partial Enquirers, to compare what has been written on 
both fides ; or at leaft to fufpend their Judgments, till he 
finds an Opportunity of returning Mr. Robinfon a very parti- 
cular and full Anfwer. 


Our 








fo2 April, 1710. 243 


Our Author tells his Adverfary in the frf Chapter of 
this Letter, wherein he delivers the general Occafion and 
Defign of it, That his is the fourth Piece that he has already 
receiv'd ; and he knows of feveral others ready, or preparing 
againft thofe Books which he undertakes to Anfwer: And 
when he has confider‘d all that fhall be farther offer’d, he tells 
him, he refolves to acquaint the World what Effeéts the En- 
deavours of his feveral Antagonifts have had upon him; and 
whether they have alter’d his Sentiments, or not. At the 
fame time he intends to Publifh, either the Reafons of his 
new Judgment, or a general Defence of his former Senti- 


ments. 


At prefent, he owns he is what he was; he firmly Be- 
lieves, and therefore can’t but Maintain the fame Propofitions ; 
he Builds them upon the fame Argumients, and thinks, thac 
what has hitherto been Objected againft ‘em, may be very 
eafily Refuted. He makes his prefent public AddrefS to Mr- 


Robinfon upon the following Accounts, 


-Firft, For the Reader’s fake ; to prevent his being impos’d 
upon, and injurd by Mr. Robinfon. That Gentleman, our 
Author obferves, cannot but be fenfible, that there are toe 
few of thofe who look into Books, that give themfelves the 
trouble of comparing things ; particularly when they take 
Controverfial Writings into their Hands: Generally {peaking, 
they depend intirely upon the Author’s Veracity and Integri- 
ty in reporting what his Adverfary fays, and muft therefore 
be proportionably miftaken, if their Author does not write 
fairly: This, Mr. Bennet obferves, efpecially in Matters of 
Praétical Religion, muft needs be of moft pernicious Confe- 
quence ; as it either leads Men into dangerous Errors, or con. 
firms ’em inthem. Upon this Account Mr. Bennet looks upon 
sit as his Duty, even in Charity to the Souls of Mr. Robinfon’s 
Readers, to awaken them to a caretel Confideration of what 


he has written againft him. 


_ Secondly, For Mr. Bennet’s own fake ; to wipe off thofe 
Afperfions which his Adverfary has fo liberally caft upon 
him: He having blacken'd him to the utmeft of his Power, 

Hh 2 and 
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and reprefented him as an arrant Knave and Villains This 
Mr. Bennet fhews, by producing feveral Paflages out of Mr. 
Robinfon's Performance; which every modeft Reader muft 
look upon, if not grounded upon exceeding ftrong Reafon, 
as harfh and fevere enough: After the Recital of which, he 
appeals to Mr. Robinfon himfelf, to judge what Idea the Reader 
mult needs have of an Author, that deferves fuch like Ex. 
preffions : Whether he deferves them or not, he makes it 
his bufinefS to Examine in the Sequel of this Letter; locking 
upon it, that he ought not to be filent under fuch heinous 
Imptuations; but either to confefS and bewail his Sins in order 
to Pardon, or elfe to wipe off fuch horrible and filchy Charges, 


And thirdly, for the fake of his Adverfary ; to forward his 
Repentance: That the Injuries he has done the Reader and 
Mr. Bennet, may not be laid to his Account at the laft Great 
Day.. Thefe things being premifed, our Author proceeds 
to the principal BufinefS of this Letter ; which is to expoftu. 
late with Mr. Rebinfon, about fome very remarkable Paflages 
of his Book ; to lay them open to his Confcience, and the 
Judgment of the World, by a Fair and Chriftian Examination 
of them. And here he intreats all thofe into whofe Hands 
this Letter may fall, to have Mr. Rolinfo,’s Papers and his 
own lying ready by them; thatthey may be able to Confult 
and Compare with their own Eyes every Paflage he Quotes 
from him ; for fear fome of thofe Particulars he fhall have 
Occafion to charge him with, fhowd otherwife appear in- 
credible. 


From hence the Reader may make fome Judgment of the 
Nature of the Performance before us ; in the Sequel of which 
Mr. Benxet Examins thofe feveral Self-contradiétions which 
Mr. Robinfon charges him with ; his Charge of Blunders ; a 
Paflage of Mr. Robinfon’s touching the Author of the Tra& 
De Spirit Sanito , gives atafte of that Gentleman’s Skill in 
Ecclefiaftical Antiquity 5 of his ways of anfwering Arguments, 
@c, Together with fome Remarks upon that Author’s fir/t 
Chapter, wherein he pretends to give an Account of Mr. Ber- 
net, and of fome of his earlier Performances; and of the 


Titles of thofe Books which he has undertaken to An{wer. 


Sermeré 
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Sermons onthe Attributes of God. In twoVclumes. By Daniel 
Whitby, D D. asd Chantor of the Churchof Sarum. London, 
Printed for A. and J. Churchill, at the Black Swan én Pater- 
Nofter-Row. 1710. 8vo, Vol. I. p. 207. Vol. IU. p. 263. 


HO’ itis not ufual for us to take Notice of Sermons 

in this Work, yet. thefe before us, as well as Dr, 
Calamy’s Lectures, being in a great Meafure of a Speculative 
Nature, and nothing elfe having been Publifh’d of late nearly 
fo much to our prefenat Purpofe, we thought ic by no means. 
improper to give them a Place in our Adonthly Account ; and 
to tranfcribe fuch Parts of ’em intothis Place, as are the moft 
ufeful in themfelves, and will give the judicious Reader the 
beft Idea’s of the Natures of thefe Performances. 

The Attributes of God are well known to be commonly 
rank’d under two Heads, wiz. Natural and Moral. His Natural 
Attributes are fuch as enter the Phyfical Eflence of the Deity ; 
fuch as flow immediately from the neceflity of his Nature, and 
which did we fee directly into the Nature and Effence of God, 
might be deduced in their utmoft Extent and Latitude 4 priori, 
but which in our prefeat Circumftances we are capable only 
of Demonftrating 2 p»fteriori,from the Creation and Perfeétions 
of the vifible and invifible World: And his AZoral Attributes 
are, ftridly fpeaking, relative Perfections, Modes of A@ion,. 
by which the Infinite Dignity of his Nature obliges him to 
regulate his Conduct towards all Beings in any refpeét extra- 
neous to himfelf; thefe we deduce from the eternal Laws of 
Good and Evil, which oblige all Clafles whatever of rational 
and free Agents ; and from their being Perfeions in the 
Creature, infer them in infinite Degrees of fuperiour Excel- 
Yency in the Creator, who is God 6lefied for ever. 

In the frft Part of this Work, Dr. /itby treats at large of 
the Natural Attributes of Ged; and in the fecond of His Moral 
Attributes : The Natural Attributes he infifts upon, explains 
and proves, are His Unity, Eternity Immutability, Omni- 
precence, Ommnipotence, Omnifcience, Infinite Wifdom, 


Spirituality and Deminion: And the Moral Attributes, in 
Dik 
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Difcourfing upon which he takes up the fecond Part of the Work 
‘before us, are God’s Truth, Juftice, Holinefs, Goodneg 
Mercy and Patience. It can’e be expected I fhou'd prefent 
the Reader with the Subftance of what the Dr. offers upon al] 
thefe Subjeéts in this Place, that wou’d requlre the Tranferj. 
ption:of more than two thirds of the Work before us. { thal] 
produce the Main of what he offers upon two or three Heads, 
from whence atolerably accurate Judgment may be form'd of 
the whole. 

In Proof of the Unity of the Deity, Dr. Whitby produces 
thefe following Arguments, viz. Firff, If the Maker and 
Governour of the Word be not Effentially and Neceflarily 
one, there may be many who did concur to the Creation, and 
‘may concur at prefent to the Government of it: And then 
how many they may be, will be impoflible for us to judge : 
For when once we acknowledge more than one, how many 
amore there may be, no natural Reafon can determine; and 
fo we can’t know whom we are to Love, Fear and Obey; 
on whom we are to Truft and Depend ; towhom we are to 
render our Praifes for any of the Bleffings we have receiv’d; 
or who it is we do offend by our Tranfgreffions ; to whom 
we muft repair for Pardon of them; towhom we muft addrefs 
for any Mercies that we want, or for Deliverence from any 
Evils that we labour under ; we know not which of ’em we 
are to imitate, or whether by obeying one we do what’s 
grateful to the reft. | 

Secondly, \f more Gods concurr’d to the Making, or concur 
to the providential Government of the World; they were 
and are, either total or partial Caufes of the Creation; and 
an this Government, to be all total efficient Caufes of one 
and the fame Effeé&, is a thing impoffible; for where the 
Effe& is ene only, the total efficient Caufe can be but one: 
Af they be all therefore total Caufes, they muft all A& by 
the fame Power, Wifdom and Will ; and confequently be the 
fame Nature ; feeing thefe Attributes fpring from the very 
Effence of the Being to which they do belong ; and efpecially 
in Divine Beings are one and the fame with it; and fo thefe 
Caufes woud not be Many, but One only. If they were only. 
partial Caufes, they only can deferve our Worfhip and Ser- 
vice according to that’ Part they bore in the Creation, and 


do ftill bear in the Government of the World ; which being 
1m 
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impoffible for Man to know by the Light of Nature, he muft 
be left uncertain what Service he fhou’d pay to any of them, 
and on what Account: For either he muft know, that the 
Obedience and other Parts of Worfhip, which he pays to any 
one of ’em, will be accepted as if paid to all ; which never 
can be known by the Light of Nature, unlefs it doth aflire us, 
that the Will, Power and Wifdom of the one, is the Will, 
Power and Wifdom of them all 5 whence it may rationally be 
concluded, that they are all one in Nature; or we muft be 
affur’d that they all require the fame internal and external 
Worfhip ; that is, to be every one Lov’d, Fear'd and Obey’d 
above all others, and then they will require what is impoffible 
to be perform’d ; or elfe we muft judge they only do require 
a partial Affection and Obedience, according to the Parc they 
have fuftain’d in the Creation, and do ftill bear in the Go- 
vernment of the World; and then we cannot be oblig’d or 
able to pay them any Service, becaufe we cannot know cither 
what fhare they had in the Creation, or have. at prefent ia 
the Government of Things below. 

Thirdly, Whatfoever is God, muft be Eternal and the firft 
of Beings, or elfe muft have begun to be, and fo muft have 
fome Caufe of its Being, and fo can be no God: It muft be 
either Ens a le, Ens ab alo: It muft be either a neceflary and 
independent Being, or elfe may ceafe to be, becaufe it. doth 
depend in Being on another, and fo can bzno God. Now, 
if you aflert more Beings of this nature, they muft be either 
all Infinite in Wifdom and Power, and fo muft all, excepting 
one, have Power and Wifdom unneceflary and fuperfluous to 
the Production and Government of the World; fecing one 
God of {Infinite Power and Wifdom is fufficient for thofe. 
Ends ; or elfe their Power and Wildom muft be finite, and 
then they neither cou’d Create, nor can they Govern the 
whole World, fince both apparently require a Power and 
Wifdom which is Infinite. In a word, Infinite Power and 
Wifdom, can refide only in an Effence which is Infinite; 
that is, hath all Perfections poffible; and then it is impoffible 
that any other Being fhou'd have Perfections equal to it, fince 
that muft make two Infinites, which is a Contradiction ; for 
if they do agreee, and are united in Effence and Perfedttons, 
they are not two, becaufe there is now nothing in which they 


differ; or if they differin Effence, Power or Wildom, sor 
mu 
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muft be wanting in one of ’em ; by which they differ, and { 
that Being cannot be Infinite in Perfections. 

I have the rather tranfcrib’d thefe Arguments made ufe of 
by our Author in this Place in Proof of the Unity of the 
Deity, becaufe thofe who have thought moft upon this 
great Point, have all along look’d upon it as more difficult 
than any other to be ftrif&ly demonftrated from the bare 
Principles of natural Reafon; and feveral have veaturd to 
affert, that we coud never have been fully aflur’d of the 
Unity of the Deity without Revelation. Whether this is fo 
or not, and what weight ought to be laid upon the Arguments 
now alledg’d in the Cafe before us, it is not my bufinefs to 
examin here ; the Reader muft judge for himfelf ; and deter- 
min on that fide on which, upon a ferious Examination of 
thefe Matters, he fhall findthe Truth, in all probability, to 
dye. ag 
"Saal the Attribute of Omnifcience, Dr. Whitby obferves, 
Firf#, That ic implies in God a perfect Knowledge of every 
Word weutter with our Mouth: Secondly, A fpecial Acquain- 
tance with, and Notice of all our Actions: Thirdly, A thorough 
View of our inward Thoughts, anda Knowledge of the moft 
fecret Motions of our Hearts : Fourthly, God doth not only 
know what we do, but alfo what we wou’d do, were we 
left to our felves, or put under fuch Circumftances and Dif- 
penfations of his Providence, as either we defire or difclaim : 
And Lafly, this Knowledge of all Things, and more efpecial- 
ly of the Secrets of our Hearts and Thoughts, is proper 
unto God alone: In which Knowledge he is not an idle and 
infignificant Spectator, but an exa@ Obferver of them; pon- 
dering and confidering all our Works, to weigh them in the 
Balance ; knowing every Circumftance of them, the Place 
where, the Time when, the Mercy, the Convictions, and 
the Obligations again{t which they are Committed. 

The truth and certainty of this Divine Perfeétion, our 
Author proceeds to obferve, is evident from the general Ac- 
knowledgment of all Nations; for they had all. their 
Temples in which they Worfhipp’d their fuppos’d Deities 
by Prayers and Sacrifices, and gave them Thanks for all the 
Bleflings they enjoy’d: They all made Covenants confirm’d 
by facred Oaths ; which plainly doth fuppofe, that God is 
both a Witnefs of the Truth or Falfehood of all on we 

affirm, 








fo2 April, 1710. 249 
affirm, and is acquainted with all our Violations of our Words: 
They generally expected future Rewards and Punifhments ; 
which fuppofe in him, who doth Reward us for our good, or 
infli& Punifhments upon us for our evil Actions, a perfe& 
Knowledge of what we do. Indeed all Religion feems clear- 
ly to depend upon the firm Belief of a moft perfe& Know- 
ledge of all our Ways and AGions in that God we Worhhip; 
and tis neceflary that the fupreme Judge of all the World, 
fhou’d fully be acquainted with the Meafure of our Know- 
ledge, the Motions of our Wills, and the Frame and Difpo- 
fition of our Hearts, in all we do ; becaufe every Man’s Work 
is to be Meafur'd by them, 

But what I principally propofe to obferve from our Author 
upon this Head is this, That God doth not only know all 
things paft and prefent, but his Knowledge reaches alfo to all 
things future and contingent. This he obferves, follows, 
Fift, from the Abfolute Perfection of God; it being a greater 
Perfection to know things future than to be.ignorant of them. 
Even a conjeftural Forefight of fuch things in Man, is ac- 
counted a great Part of human Wifdom: And {feeing Igno- 
rance of fome things is an Imperfection, and a want of 
Knowledge,God muft know all things future and contingent, 
or elfe his Knowledge muft be imperfect and deficient. ' 

The Dr’s Sccond Argument for the Divine Prefcience of 
future Contingencies, is taken both from thofe Scriptures 
which exprefly do afcribe to God the Knowledge of all Things, 
and therefore of Things future and Contingent; and from 
thofe which inform us that his Underftanding is Infinite, and 
hath no Bounds: For did he not know things future and 
‘contingent, his Underftanding muft be limited to the Know- 
ledge of things paft and prefent: Whereas God doth in divers 
Places of Scripture, challenge this Fore-knowledge as his 
own Peculiar ; as a Demonftration, that He alone is God ; 
that the Heathen Deities were falfe Pretenders to that Name. 
Thus, U/aiab 41. 21, &c. He triumphs over them in the fol- 
lowing manner, Let them fhew us what fhall happen, or declare 
to us things to come; fhew the things that are to come hereafter, 
that we may know that you are gods. Who hath declared from the 
beginning that we may know; and before time that we may fay he 
ws Rigdteces? Or true in his Pretenfions to be God, &c. 
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Thirdly, The certain and infallible Predictions of things 
future and contingent, depending on the Freewill of Man, are 
an unqueftionable Demonftration of God’s Fore- knowledge of 
them ; fince none can certainly Fore-tell what he doth nor 
certainly Foreknow. Thefe Predictions relate fometimes to 
things Good,or teiding to the Welfare,or to the AffliGions.of 
God’s People: or to the Sins and moral Evils ofa Nation,or a 
fingle Perfon. Now the Predictions of the lait kind, Dr. Whi. 
by rightly obferves, afford an uaconteftable Demonitration 
of this Truth: For whatever Influence the Divine Concourfe 
may be fuppos’d to have upon Men's good Actions. how mych 
foever he. may intereft himfelf in the infli@ing of defery'g 
Punifhments; no Man can without Blafphemy fay, that God 
lays upon Men a neceflity to cominit Iniqnity 3 and conf. 
quently, when he Fore-tells the Hardaefs of Pharoah’s Heart 


3 


the Evil that A.zael fhowd do to che Children of /%acl, the 
Idolatry of the Fewifh Nation; &c, it muft be demonftre. 
tively Evident, that he forefaw what were ftrictly and pro. 
perly future Contingencies ; what himfelf cou’d have no im- 
mediate Hand in, buc what muft refult purely, if they have 
any Enormity inthem, from the Free-will of Men 


But itis Objected againf> this Dodérine of the Divine Pre- 
{cience of future Contingencies, That upon the fuppotition of 
God's Fore-knowledge of future Events, it feems unreafon- 
able inhim to Com*nand and Exhort, or tender Motives to 
Men, to perform what he before-hand fees they will not do ; 
tc feem concern’d that they fhou’d be fav'd, or to ufe Patience, 
Long-fuffering, or any other Means to. prevent their Ruin ; 
or to lead them to Repentance,whom he certainly Fore. knew, 
woud not by any of thefe Means be induc’d to repent; nor is 
it eafy to difcern, how he can be ferious in fuch Exhortations. 

And to this, Dr. Whitby Anfwers, That the Divine Pre- 
fcience is fo far from rendering thefe Exhortations not ferious, 
or thefe Endeavours to prevent Mens Ruin,vain ; that hence 
- at follows, that God neither can, nor ought to do otherwile ; 

becaufe the Divine Prefcience.of al] future Events, compre- 

hends not only the Knowledge of what Man will do, or will 

not do ; but alfo the Knowledge of what he will do, when he 

hath us’d thefe Means to promote his Salvation, and prevent 

his Ruin: And therefore on this fuppofition, ic becomes ne- 
_ceflary, that God fhou’d thus Exhort and Command, . 
ufe 
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ufe thefe Methods to preveat Men's Ruin before he Fore- 
knows that Men will comply with them, or rejeé& ’em: For 
Obedience or Difobedience can have no Place ’till God hath 
laid upon us his Commands ; nor can Men be Impenitent till 
he hath made it by his Commands their Duty to Repent ; nor 
can they be inftrumental to their Ruin but by neglecting of 
the Means ke hath prefcrib’d to prevent it. So evideiatly is 
Divine Prefcience in Nature confequent to thefe things: And 
if God were not Serious in thefe Methods to induce Mento 
Repentance, he coud not Fore-fee their final [mpenitence ; 
for to fee Men’s final Impenitence, is to Fore-fee their 
wilful Contempts of his Warnings and Exhortations, and che 
Rejection of his Grace : How Men’s wilful Contempt of thefe 
things, cannot be feen, unlefs God Fore-feeth that his Ex- 
hortations are Serious and in good Earneft, and refpe& that 
which he is truly willing they fhou'd do 

He anfwersin the fecond Place, That God’s Fore-knowledge 
reacheth not only to all things future, bue to all things 
poflible, or which may be, tho’ they never will be, He 
knows that Men might Will and Do what they neither Will 
nor Do, and might abftain from that which they do not 
abftain from; and that they Will this when they might Will 
the contrary ; fince otherwife they cowd not but Will and 
Do that which they Will and Do, and could not but Abftain 
from what they do Abftain from, and fo both their Will and 
Actions muft be neceflary : Nay he not only Forefees what will 
be done or omitted, but after what Manner this will be done 
or left undone 3 and fo he Fore-fees that free Actions will be 
done or omitted freely ;and fo his Prefcience tends rather to 
eftablifh than to take away the Freedom of our Actions: For 
if Ged Fore-fees that | might abftain from that which he alfo 
Fore. fees I will not abftain from, and that { might both Will 
and Do that which | reither Will nor Do; ashe muft if he 
Fore. fees that 1 Act freely in doing or omitting thefe things ; 
then he Fore-fees that | may be willing and Obedient, and fo 
may be Sav’d, when he Fore-fees that I will not be Sav’d ; 
enithen there muft be Place and equitable Ground for all 
his Admonitions, Exhortations and Motives not to Perifh, 
but return and Live; they being only Exhoriations and 
Motives todo, or to abftain from that which he Fore-feeth I 
may freely do, or freely abftain from, and therefore mult 
have Power fo todo. lia A 
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A fecond ObjeGtion againft the Divine Prefcience of future 
Contingencies is this, That it deftroys human Liberty, and 
takes away the Freedom of our Actions, feeing Man cannot 
but do what God infallibly Fore-fees he will do: And it js 
inconceivable how God fhou’d certainly Fore-fee I will do 
what he Fore-fees I may not do, or how that Effect can cer. 
tainly be Fore-known, which in its Caufes has no certain 
Being, but may be done or not done, be or not be. 

And to this the Dr. anfwers, Firft, That as to the Con. 
fiftence of human Liberty with God’s Fore-knowledge of our 
Actions, he has already fhewn, this Liberty not only may, but 
muft follow from his Prefcience of them : For inevery Action 
or Event, God's Fore-knowledge comprehending not only the 
Effe& to be produc’d by fuch a Caufe, but the Manner how 
that Caufe will ptoduce it; he muft Fore-fee that free AGions 
will be done or omitted freely : Wherefore the Will of Man 
being in his Power to choofe or to refufe to do this or that 
Adtion, it muft be either abfolutely deny’d that Man hath 
any Willat all, or muft be granted, that God Fore-fees that 
he hatha Power to choofe or torefufe this or that Action 
which he doth not choofe or refufe to do. 

He anfwers, Secondly, That Prefcience hath no influence 
at all upon our AGtions. For inftance, when Chrift reveald 
it to his Difciples that Gudas fhou'd betray him, they muf 

have a Fore-knowledge, that he wou’d do fo as certain 
and infallible as that of God’s; and yet ’tis evident 
that their Fore-knowledge that he wou'd do fo, had no iifiu- 
ence upon his doing fo. And from thefe words, The Son of 
Man greth, as st es written of him, but woe to that Man iy whom 
he is betray’d ; it had been gocd for him that he bad not been born ; 
it clearly follows, that the Prediction, and fo the Prefcience 
‘of this Event, that fefas fhou’d be thus betray’d and fuffer by 
the Treachery of Fadas, did lay on Fudazs no antecedent ne- 
ceffity of doing that AGion, becaufe it did not leflen the 
Woe due unto him for it ; and therefore only doth fuppofe 
a Fore-knowledge in God, how the Will of Man left to its 
own Freedom, will determin or incline it felf. 

To the Enquiry, How God can know certainly and _infal- 
libly that to be, which in its Caufes is not certain, but may be 
or not be, Dr. Whitby anfwers, That he does not know how 


God’s Fore-knowledge is confiftent with the Freedom of Se 
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Willin all our AG@ions: He knows thatit is well confiftent 
with the Freedom of Man’s Will from the Arguments already 
alledg’d in Proof of the Divine Prefcience of future Con- 
tingencies, and the internal Evidence he has for the Liberty 
of his own Will : And the Reafon of his inability to difcern 
and explain the Confiftency of thefe things, he afcribes to 
his Ignorance of what this Fore knowledge in God is, or 
bow and after what manner Almighty God Fore-fees future 
Contingencies. 

A Third and Laft Obje&tion is this, That all that we can 
offer againft the abfolute Decrees of Election and Reprobation, 
from the Confideration of Divine Juftice and Holinefs, his 
Truth and Sincerity, his Goodnefs and Mercy may be cou- 
fiftent with thofe Attributes, tho’ we know not how they 
can be fo; if Prefcience of future Contingencies may be a Pro- 
perty and PerfeGtion of the Divine Nature, tho’ we are not, 
able to Conceive how it can be fo: But this is granted no 
fufficient Reafon to Juftifie the former, therefore neither ought 
it togive any {trength or countenance to the latter. 

To this our Author anfwers, That there is this fignal Dif. 
ference betwixt thefe two Cafes, that the Divine Prefcience 
hath been always Acknowledgd by all Chriftians as an Article 
of Faith, ’till Socinws began to cueflion it; whereas the 
Doétrine of thefe abfolute Decrees was never known, much 
lefs aflerted by any Chriftian, ’till St. Aaftin’s time: Now, 
again{t a controverted Point, renounc’d {till by the greateft 

art of Chriftians, we have aright to Argue from the evi- 
dent Abfurdities which follow from it, and from the Con- 
tradition that it bears to God’s communicable Attributes ; 
whereas againft the neceflary Articles of Faith, plainly Re- 
veal’d, or againft an avow’d Attribute of God, we cannot 
juftly Argue trom the 7} z#:, or an Enquiry, How his can be. 
Becaufe we own, thatthe Nature ot God, and his incommuni- 
cable Attributes, can’t be Comprehended by a finite Mind ; 
and fo our Arguments about the Manner of their Exiftence 
or Operations, ferve only to betray our Ignorance, 

But as to God's communicable Attributes the Matter is far 
otherwife ; for we are call’d to imitate and to refemble 
God in them. Which 1 have not room to tranfcribe into 
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The State of Learning, 


FRANCE. 

WY E Regine Du Carefme, Confidere par rapport a la Nature 
L, du Corps & des Aliment. En trois parties, ot l'on 
examine le fentiment de ceux qui prétendent que les Ali. 
mens maigres font plus convenablesa ’homme que la Viande, 
ot Von traite ice fujet, de la qualité & de PUfage des [egy. 
mes, des herbages, des racines, des fruits, des poiflons, & ou 
Pon éclaircit plufieurs Queftions touchant l’Abftinence & le 
jetine, fuivant les principes de la Phyfique & dela Medicine ; 
entre autres, fi l'on doic défendre en Caréme ’'Ulage de la 
Macreufe el de Tabac. Par M. Nicolas Andry, Dodteur Re- 
gent de la Faculte de Medecine de Paris Lecteur & Protefleur 
Royal. A Paris, 1710, m 12. p. 631. 

Traite de la Police, ou Pon trouvera | Hiftoire de fon 
établiffement,les Fonctions & les Prerogatives de fes Magiltrats, 
toutes les Loix & tous les Reglemens gui la concernent. Oa 
yafoint une Defcription Hiltorique & Topographique de 
Paris, & huit plans gravez qui reprefentent fon ancien 
état & fes divers accroiflemens ; Avec un Recueil de tous les 
Statuts & Reglemens des fix Corps des Marchands, & de toutes 
tes Communautez des Arts & Meétiers. Tome fecond. A 
Paris, 1710. im ful. p.848. fans les Tables, 

GERM AN  Y. 

Hiftorie Ecclefiaftice Primi a Chrifto Nato feculi feleda 
Capita, delineata ftudio D. Thome Ittigii, Superint. & 
Theologiz Prof, in Ecclefia& Academia Patria Lipfienfi, Pre- 
mifla eft ejufdem de Scriptoribus Hiftoriz Ecclefiaftice re- 
ceatioribus Diflertatio. Lipfie 1709. in 40. p.496. 

HOLLAND. 

Coelii Aureliani Siccenfis, Medici Vetufti fe&a Methodici, 
de Morbis Acutis & Chronicis Libri VIII. foli ex omnium 
Methodicorum {criptis Superfites. J.Conradus Amman, M. D. 
recenfuit & enucleavit, notulafque adjecit. Accedunt feorfim 
Theod. Janff. ab Almeloveen in Coelium Aurelianum Note 
& Animadveafiones, tam propriz, quam quas ex Do¢tor.Viror. 
Jncubrationibus hinc iude collegit ; ut & ejufdem Lexicon 
Coelianum, cum Indicibus locupletiffimis. Amfteledami 1709. 
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BOOKS Publif’d this Month, and not Abrido’d, 


Emoirs of Enrope to- 
{ wards the Clofe of 
the 8r4 Century, Written by 
Egina-das, Secretary and Fa- 
vorite to Charlemagne, and 
done into Engiifh by the 
Tranflator of the New JAta- 
lantis Printed fer F. Aderpbew. 

Vulgus Britannicus, or the 
Britifh Hudibrafs,in two Parts, 
Sold by 7. Aforphem. 

A Defence of Paffive Obe.- 
dience and Non-Kefiftance, 
ec. By Ch. Palmer. Printed 
for J. Ward. 

A Colleétion of Addreflés, 
No. 8. Sold by #. Aorpben, 
where the other Numbers are 
to be had. 

A Letter to Dr. Sacheverc/l 
on Occafion of his Sermon, 
and late Sentence pafsd on 
him by the Honourable Houfe 


of Lords. By a Cambridge 
Gentleman. Sold by 7. M+r- 
hew. 


-The Spirit of Fanaticifm, 
Exemplify’d in the Tryals of 
Games Mitchel and Thomas 
War, &c. Printed for E. Curl 

The True State of Trinity 
College, In aLetter toa Re- 
fiding Fellow of that Society, 
ec. Printed in the Year, 
1710. 

A Search after Principles : 
In a free Conference between 


Timothy and Philotheus, con- 
cerning the prefent Times, 
cc. Printed for F. Atorphew, 

Some Confiderations humb- 
ly ofter’'d in a Letter to the 
Bifhop of Ely, &c. Printed 
for 7. Mor phew. 

Some Confiderations hunib- 
ly offer’d to the Bifhop of 
Selisbury, &c. By a Lay Hand. 
Printed tor 7. Adarph.m, 

A Vindication of the Bifhop 
of Salisbury, and Paflive Ote- 
dience, @&c. Printed in the 
Year i7zio. — 

Dr. Sachevereli’s Speech up. 
On his Impeachment, with Re- 
flections thereupon Paragraph 
by Paragraph, ¢*c. Printed 
for B Bragge. 

A Deteétion of the true 
Meaning and wicked Deligi: 
of a Book [ntirled, A Plain 
and eafte Method with the 
Deifts. Sold by B. Bragge. 

A New Catechifm, with 
Dr. Hicks's 39 Articles, Prin- 
ted tor B. Bragge. 

A View of the Univerfe, or 
anew Collection of Voyages 
and Travels into all Parts of 
the World, Ge. for April. 
Printed for F. Kxapton, A. Bell, 
D, Midwinter and W. Taylor, 
where the former Months are 
to be had. 
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